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EXECUTOR OF WILLS, 
TRUSTEE OF WILLS AND SETTLEMENTS. 
FUNDS IN HAND EXCEED 
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Special Terms granted to ANNUITANTS when health is impaired. 
Apply for Full Prospectus to the Secretary. 
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COUNTY FIRE OFFICE Limitep. 


The business of this Office is confined to the United Kingdom. No 
Foreign Risks undertaken. 


Losses promptly settled. 


FIRE INSURANOES granted at current Rates of Premium, for par- 
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tothe Heap Orrice, 50, Recent Street, Lonpon, W. 


F, G. REYNOLDS, Secretary. 
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To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
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Current Topics. 

The Council of the Law Society. 

WE print elsewhere the usual return as to the attendances 
of members of the Council of the Law Society. It will be 
observed that President has accomplished an aggregate of attend- 
ances at meetings of the Council and of committees of 167, 
which comes close to Mr. Rawtz’s fine aggregate last year of 
176. Mr. Rawzz and Mr. Penniveron came next with 112 and 
105 attendances respectively, and Mr. Goppgy is not far behind 
with 99 attendances. 


The Court of Appeal. 

A rumour has for some days been prevalent that, in view of 
the heavy arrears in the Court of Appeal, a third court would 
be constituted. How this court is to be manned is a question of 
some difficulty. The Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, 
the President of the Probate and Divorce Division, and Lord 
Hatssvry are entitled to sitin the Court of Appeal, but of these 
Lord Hazssury is the only one who would seem to have the 
necessary time at his disposal. In these circumstances we are 
rather surprised that the Lord Chancellor has not exercised his 
powers under section 4 of the Judicature Act, 1875, by 
requesting the attendance of a judge from the Chancery 
Division and the King’s Bench Division respectively. It will 
be remembered that the old Court of Exchequer Chamber was 
composed of ordinary judges of the courts from which appeals 
were brought, and it was always considered an extremely 
effective tribunal. 


The New County Court Judge. 

Lorp Lorgsvrn is apparently resolved to spare no pains in the 
selection of judges for the county courts. His first appointment, 
of Mr. Carver, K.C. to the Halifax Circuit, was exceptionally 
good, and we believe that, during his short tenure of office, the 
new judge acquired in a high degree the respect and confidence 
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Amount of Policy | £1,199 $1,724 
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THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


of the practitioners on his circuit. The appointment of Mr, 
Carver's successor is, we believe, likely to prove not less satis- 
factory. Mr. Joun Gent has long been known at Lincoln’s-inn 
as a learned and practical lawyer, having not only a firm grip of 
legal principles, but an admirable faculty of applying them to 
the facts of cases. He has had much experience both in con- 
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veyancing and court matters, and has acted for some years as 
equity counsel to the India Office. His brilliant career at 
Oxford gave evidence of the ability and industry with which he 
has subsequently transacted his work at the bar, while his kindly 
disposition and utter want of anything like self-assertion made 
him universally popular. With these qualities it seems safe to 
predict for him a successful career on the bench. 


The Criminal Appeal Bill. 

Tae Crimi Appeal Bill has reached the Committee stage 
in the House of Lords, and the Lord Chief Justice has given 
expression to much of the criticism with which the Bill has been 
met in the Press and elsewhere. The result of the preliminary 
discussion in Committee seems to be that the provision giving 
every convicted person an unrestricted right of appeal on law or 
fact will disappear from the Bill. This feature has been 
commented upon in these columns, and it has been almost 
universally condemned as going much too far. The Lord Chief 
Justice has summed up the case against so sweeping a change. 
He has shewn that, where facts alone are in issue, the court 
would have no evidence before them sufficient to enable judges 
to decide a mere question of ‘‘ guilty” or ‘‘not guilty.” The 
depositions certainly would not be sufficient. The evidence 
given at the trial often differs very materially from the deposi- 
tions; and, as Lord Atverstone said, most important points 
very often do not appear in them atall. The judge’s note, too, 
is clearly wholly insufficient; if the judge were to take a note 
of the evidence complete enough for a retrial of the case on the 
note alone, proceedings would be much prolonged. The Lord 
Chief Justice expressed the opinion (which is widely held 
amongst those best qualified to form one) that it is most 
objectionable that the guilt or innocence of any person should be 
determined by a tribunal which has not the witnesses before it. 
We are glad to see that the protests made have had effect upon 
the Lord Chancellor, and that he has agreed to accept most 
important amendments to the Bill. Atthe time of writing, these 
amendments are not yet available; but it is clear that they will 
provide that a convicted person is only to have the right of 
appeal by leave of the judge who presides at the trial, or 
of the Court of Criminal Appeal itself. 


Trial by Judges Who Have Not the Witnesses 
Before Them. 

Tus wILt go a long way towards securing that the court shall 
not be swamped with frivolous appeals, but it does not meet the 
objection to a man being tried a second time by judges who have 
not the witnesses before them. It should be made quite clear 
that on questions of fact the court should have power to disturb 
the judgment only in one of two ways—either, first, to direct 
an acquittal on the ground that there was no evidence on which 
the jury could have properly convicted; or, secondly, to order 
a new trial. Whether the Lord Chancellor means to adopt this 
view is not certain, but it seems probable that he will. If the 
Bill is amended as suggested, it may be made a very good 
measure. The Lord Chief Justice strongly approved of a court 
to which convicted persons should have access upon all ques- 
tions as to whether there was evidence to go to the jury, of 
misdirection, of non-reception or mis-reception of evidence, and 
upon questions of law. In this opinion he has the strongest 
possible support, and the Bill, with the suggested amendments, 
will supply what is demanded. One question is still left on 
which no light has been thrown as to the Lord Chancellor’s 
intentions—1.¢.,as to dealing with sentences. The Lord Chief 
Justice objects to the severity of sentences being the subject of 
appeal, and would prefer to leave the power in the hands of the 

e Secretary, with increased facilities for dealing with such 
matters. With all due deference to such an authority, it is 
submitted that the appeal to the court on the question of 
sentence has much to recommend it. To discourage frivolous 
appeals, however, the court should have full power over the 
sentence, either to increase or mitigate it. We believe that 
such appeals would have the effect of bringing about much 
more uniformity in the awarding of sentences, and that, at 
least, they could not be mischievous. When the Bill becomes 
an Act, it is plain that it will be a very different piece of work 
from what it was when first introduced. It is interesting to notice 


_right to withdraw or alter it upon proper conditions stated to his 








that the Lord Chancellor does not shrink from the p of 
having to appoint new judges to cope with the additiond work 
which the creation of a Court of Criminal Appeal will bring t 
the common law bench. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


A pornt of some interest and novelty under the. Workme’, 
Compensation Act was lately raised in the county court at Liye. 
pool—viz., whether an employer against whom an award of com. 
pensation has been made is bound to go on paying the weekly 
amount after the workman has been sentenced to a term of 
ifaprisonment for a crime. The judge held that the man’s 
incapacity for work was not affected by his imprisonment, and 
that the payment must continue. This decision seems to by 
correct on a strict construction of the Act, and it may bean 
excellent thing for the man’s wife and family ; but it certainly jg 
rather a strange position of affairs. The weekly payment by way 
of compensation is made in lieu of wages which, but for the 
accident, the injured man would have been able to earn. It 
seems rather anomalous that, when the man by his own crime 
has brought about a state of things in which it is impossible for 
him to earn wages at all, whether injured or not, he should be 
entitled to the compensation. The compensation is not in the 
nature of damages; it is intended to put the man, as far 
as his means of living goes, and to a limited extent, in 
the position he would have been in if he were able to 
work, The Act, however,. provides that the payments are 
to be made “during the incapacity,” and the ‘ incapacity” 
is clearly the inability to work caused by the accident, Im. 
prisonment implies an inability to work from another cause, but 
probably the county court judge was right in distinguishing 
between this inability and the incapacity spoken of in the Act, 
If this decision is right, a curious state of things may occur. If 
an injured man, permanently injured and having the right to a 
weekly payment during incapacity, is sentenced to a long term 
of penal servitude, his employer may have to go on paying for 
perhaps fifteen years. Where he has no dependants, — 
no one would move in the niatter on his behalf. But where 
has dependants, no doubt an administrator would be appointed 
under the Forfeiture Act, 1870, who could recover the compen- 
sation for their benefit from the employers. 




























Amendment of Bill of Costs after Delivery. 

Ir ws been settled that when a solicitor has delivered his bill 
of costs and thereupon the client proposes to have it taxed, the 
solicitor cannot deliver an amended bill and claim to have the 
amended bill submitted to taxation. ‘If a solicitor,” said Lord 
Lanopatz, M.R., in Re Carven (8 Beay. 436), ‘‘has delivered 
his bill, he is bound by it, and the taxation must be upon that 
bill; he is not entitled as of course to reduce his demand, or to 
reserve the power of delivering a bill containing other charges.” 
And though a solicitor may, when sending in his bill, reserve the 












client, yet he cannot do this if the conditions are such as he could 
not properly impose ; if, for instance, as was held in Re Thompson 
(30 Ch. D. 441), the solicitor states that the bill will be withdrawn 
unless a stated sum is paid in settlement, and another one, probably 
heavier, substituted. But it has been pointed out in the Court of 
Appeal in Lumsden v. The Shipcote Land Co. (reported elsewhere), 
that this principle applies only in the case of taxation under the 
Solicitors Act, 1843. Section 37, however, provides that no 
taxation under the Act shall be directed where an action has 
been brought by the solicitor on his bill of costs and & 
verdict obtained for the recovery of his demand. If & 
reference is then directed to ascertain the amount properly 
payable to him, this is in the nature of any other inquiry 
which is intended to ascertain the amount due as remuneré- 
tion for services. It is immaterial, therefore, that the 
solicitor has first rendered one bill and then has rem 
dered another containing additional charges, or, if material, 
it is only, as Movuron, L.J., observed, because, as in the case 
of any other professional person, the first bill would be strong 
evidence that the items in it were correct. In Lumsden 
v. Zhe Shipcote Land Co. a solicitor employed by several 
persons associated in a joint adventure in which the solicitor 
was himself interested, was asked to make his bill as light 
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as ible, and when he did so he was met with a denial 
of liability on the ground of his joint interest. He thereupon 
gent in another bill containing charges which were omitted in 
the earlier one, and obtained judgment. It was held that the 
reference under the judgment to ascertain the amount due 
was not a taxation under the Solicitors Act, 1843, but an 
ordinary reference, and that the solicitor was not bound by his 
first bill. The matter was entirely open for the master to find 
what was properly due under the circumstances. 


Mortgages on Denominational Schools. 


An IMPORTANT question with respect to moneys lent upon 
mortgage of denominational schools is raised in a letter which 
we print elsewhere. Under the. proposals of the Education Bill 
aschool is not, after the Ist of January, 1908, to be recognized 
as a public elementary school unless it is a school “ provided” 
by the local education authority; but an existing voluntary 
school can be continued as a provided school if the local educa- 
tion authority agree with the owners of the school for 
obtaining such use of it as is required for carrying on a public 
elementary school. It is to be a condition of any such 
arrangement that the local education authority shall keep 
the schoolhouse in repair, and shall be enabled to make 
necessary alterations and improvements. In the time during 
which the local authority have not the use of the 
schoolhouse the owners are to be at liberty to use the school- 
house for any purposes they think fit. The effect will be, as 
our correspondents point out, to make the school the absolute 
property of the education authority for six days out of the 
seven, and, in cases where money has been lent on mortgage of 
the school buildings, to make it impracticable for the mort- 
gagees to realize their money by the ordinary power of sale. 
Apparently this is so, and it is important that provision for the 
local education authority taking over the liability for the 
mortgage should be made in the Bill. It is possible 
that an agreement between the owners of the school- 
house and the local education authority might include 
provision for such liability, though this is not expressly 
stated. If no agreement is made with the local 
education authority, then an arrangement for the use of the 
school may be made by the commission which is proposed to 
be appointed, and the commission may make a scheme for this 
purpose “subject to such conditions (if any) as to payment or 
other matters as may be agreed to by the local education 
authority and as the commission think just” (clause 8). Here 
again it is possible that the payment provided for by the 
scheme might include the payment of the mortgage money 
secured on the buildings, but without further definition of the 
nature and object of the payment, it cannot be assumed that this 
view is correct. Our correspondents appear to have raised a 
gees which should be set at rest by express provision in the 

il. In principle, the education authority welt to take over 
the liability for the mortgage just like a purchaser of an equity 
of redemption. It is only an equity of redemption which the 
school owners have, and this passes, in effect, to the local 
education authority. Of course, a difficulty would arise where 
the arrangement for the use of the school is intended to be only 
temporary, and this would have to be considered in adjusting 
the relative liabilities. 


Recitals of Seisin in Deeds Twenty Years Old. 


Tue orrriorsms of the text-books, and the doubts of con- 
veyancers generally, have so long been directed to questioning 
the well-known decision of the late Vice-Chancellor MAtins in 
Bolton v. London School Board (26 W. R. 549, L. R. 7 Oh. D. 
766), that it will be a relief to the profession to learn that 
Swivven Eapy, J., has held (Re Wallis and Grout’s Contract, 
W. N. 1906, p. 108) that, if the former case had applied to the 
circumstances before him, he should have declined to follow 
is, The original decision, it will be remembered, was that 

under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, s, 2, sub-section 
» & recital in a conveyance more than twenty years old, 
that the vendor was seised in fee simple, is sufficient evidence of 

at fact, and no prior abstract of title can be demanded, except 
80 far as the recital shall be proved to be inaccurate; and in 
such cases a forty years’ title is not required.” The decision has, 





from the first, been most unwillingly acted upon by many con- 
veyancers, and has always been questioned by the text writers, 
although countless titles must have been accepted on the strength 
of it. It has been called “a strong decision” in Key and 
Elphinstone’s Precedents, and one “not likely to be followed” 
in Dart’s Vendors and Purchasers. According to Prideaux’s 
Conveyancing Precedents “‘it is generally considered that the 
decision goes too far,” and in Davidson’s Concise Precedents it 
is treated as ‘‘of doubtful authority.” Other comments are: 
“much questioned ” (Bythewood and Jarman); “its soundness 
may be doubted” (Jackson and Gosset); “the decision seems 
open to question” (Wolstenholme, Brinton, and Cherry); and 
“it is conceived that the proposition is no legitimate conclusion 
from the Act, and that it cannot safely be acted upon ” (Hood 
and Challis). Various reasons are given in Sweet’s Precedents 
in Conveyancing for reviewing the decision, and it is elaborately 
considered, with many reasons for its disapproval, in Williams on 
Vendors and Purchasers, where the author goes so far as to submit 
that it is “clearly wrong,” it being “ utterly absurd that a mere 
recital of a grantor’s seisin in fee in a deed twenty-five years 
old should avail to deprive the purchaser of his right to investi- 
gate the earlier title.” Under these circumstances it is much to 
be hoped that the whole question may be brought without delay 
before the Court of Appeal, and an authoritative decision 
given for the guidance and protection of both vendors and 
purchasers for the future. There has, perhaps, been too great 
a tendency to take the ruling of the learned Vice-Chancellor 
beyond the exact circumstances of the case; but he undoubtedly 
held that a recital of seisin in fee simple in possession was & 
sufficient recital of a fact within the sub-section to oust the 
right of a purchaser to a forty years’ title. It is material to 
remember that seisin may be either a fact or a deduction from a 
series of facts, and that, whilst “‘ private right of ownership is 
a matter of fact, it may be the result also of matter of law”: 
Cooper v. Phibbs (L. R. 2 H.L. 171). Moreover, reliance (as on 
a recital of fact) could not be placed in this connection on a recital 
that a grantor was “seised or otherwise well and sufficiently 
entitled for an estate of inheritance in ion free from all 
incumbrances” : Heath v. Crealock (L. R. 10 Ch. App. 22). Such 
a recital is not even a representation that a grantor has the | 
estate. In the case of Re Wallis and Grout’s Contract (ubi supra), 
the recital in a deed of 1882 was that, by a mortgage in 1878, 
certain hereditaments were granted unto and to the use of a 
mortgagee, his heirs and assigns; and the vendor, relying on 
Bolton vy. London School Board, had. declined to furnish any title 
prior to the conveyance of 1882. Reference, probably, was 
made to Re Marsh and Earl Granville (31 W. R. 239, 845, L. R. 
24 Ch. D. 11); but there appears to be singularly little direct 
authority on the sub-section in question. 


The English Bar in India. 


WE Have reason to believe that about the middle of the last 
century —_ fortunes were accumulated with tolerable =v 
by the small number of gentlemen who formed the English bar 
at Calcutta. It may seem strange that English barristers did 
not resort in greater numbers to India, considering the over- 
crowded state of the profession in their own country. But 
banishment to the torrid zone was in those days more unpopular 
than it is at present. Many devices which now mitigate the 
heat of the climate, preserve health, and prolong life were then 
unknown. The late Earl of Exer, when eos Governor- 
General in 1862, spoke of the risk to his life owing to the 


insalubrity of the climate, and upon his death in the following year, 
it is said that the Queen shrank from signing the patent appoiat- 


ing his successor, as it seemed like a death warrant. was 
said by Lord Macavtay in his essay on Warren Hasrinas, “ No 
English barrister will work, fifteen thousand miles from all his 
friends, with the thermometer at ninety-six in the shade, for the 
emoluments which will content him in chambers that overlook 
the Thames.” It is scarcely necessary to say that things have 
changed since the days of Lord Macavu.ay, and that ish 
judges and barristers can discharge their duties in India with 
ittle more risk wi their health -_ is —— the damp and 
foggy winters, and harsh, ungenial springs eir own country. 
oy difficulties face those who paar their fortunes in India. 
The Law List for 1906 shews that, while there are more than 
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100 members of the English bar practising at Calcutta, less 
than one half of them are Englishmen. In Bombay, where 
there are nearly eighty barristers, the proportion of native 
practitioners is at least as large. This competition is not likely 
to decrease, and the time may come when the English barrister 
will not, without the aid of the strongest connections, face the 
inconveniences of a prolonged exile from his own country. 


The Position of the County Court. 


Aw artictz by Mr. Francis K. Munron in the current 
number of the Law Magazine on ‘‘ Ought the County Court to 
be Made a Branch of the High Court?” suggests that there 
may be more in a name than is commonly allowed. To call 
the local civil tribunals of the country county courts gives no 
hint as to their real position, and it simply incorporates a 
misleading analogy with the county court of an earlier day. Mr. 
Monron points out that, long before 1846, when the modern county 
court was established, Lord BrovcHam promoted a measure having 
for its object the erection of “local district courts” for claims up 
to £100. Had this title been selected when the Act of 1846 was 
passed, it is very likely, says Mr. Munron, that “long ere this, 
when jurisdiction was being increased so that it ran side by 
side with the High Court, it would have been merged in a 
district branch of the latter.” It is quite possible that a more 
suitable name for the local courts would have contributed to 
their earlier correlation with the High Court. In point of 
fact, the county court has increased in relative importance as 
fast as if it had originally been established upon a higher 
basis. ‘‘The general principle,” says Mr. Munton, “ has 
been to pitchfork all otherwise unprovided-for legal business 
into the county court, greatly to the detriment of its original 
purpose. This has been done regardless of the absence 
of needful increased machinery and also without augmenting 
the judges’ salaries.” Considering the jurisdiction which county 
courts have in bankruptcy and winding up, in admiralty, and in 
workmen’s compensation cases, besides their ordinary jurisdiction, 
now extended to £100, it is clear that the court is a substantial 
element in our system of judicature, and its increase in importance 
is reflected in the present personnel of the county court bench. 
Mr. Munton submits that the suggestion of amalgamation is 
doubly forcible now that the jurisdiction of the county court is 
barely distinguishable from that of the High Court, and it 
would seem that such amalgamation is only a question of 
time. 


Unilateral Contracts. 


THE schEME proposed by the North British and Mercantile 
Insurance Co. for the issue of policies in that company to the 
majority of British policy-holders in the Mutual Life Insurance 
Co. of New York, in exchange for their existing policies, is, of 
course, only possible in the case of a contract like that in a 
life policy—a unilateral contract, which binds the insurer, in 
consideration of annual payments, to pay to the person for whose 
benefit the insurance is made a certain sum of money on the 
death of the person whose life is insured, but does not bind any- 
one to continue making these annual payments. It follows that 
the policy-holder may at any time discontinue the payments and 
effect an insurance on his life in another company. Unilateral 
contracts are tolerably numerous, and the English law allows 
them to be enforced without following the example of foreign 
States which deal with them by express enactment. The Code 
Napoleon gives several definitions of different contracts: ‘A 
contract is sy atical or bilateral when the contractors bind 
themselves mutually, one of them towards the other.” ‘It is 
unilateral when it binds one person or several towards one other, 
or several others, without any engagement being made on the 
part of the latter.” ‘‘It is commutative when each of the 
parties binds himself to give or do a thing which is regarded as 
the equivalent for that which is done for him. hen the 


equivalent consists in the chance of gain or loss for each of 
the parties in consequence of an uncertain event, the contract 
is aleatory.” An English lawyer will be tempted to ask whether 
these distinctions are merely academical, and he will not be 
surprised to hear that French commentators have criticized them 





Right of Member of a Government to Practise 
in the Law Courts. 


THE QuESTIon often arises, when a person has been commig. 
sioned or authorized to fill a public situation or perform any public 
duty, whether it is an implied term of his appointment that he 
shall devote all his time and attention to the duties of his office ? 
Members of the English Cabinet have occasionally, like Mr, 
Spencer Percevat and Mr. Henry Martuews, retired from their 
practice at the bar at the time of taking office, though a sub- 
ordinate minister was not long ago allowed to remain a member 
of a firm of stockbrokers. The law officers of the Crown were 
for a long time permitted to add the labours of a lucrative private 

ractice to their onerous dutieson behalf of the Government at the 

ar and in Parliament. The attention of the House of Commons 
in Ontario has quite recently been directed to the matter to which 
we have referred, and it has affirmed, by a majority of forty-five, 
the principle that public business should have the first claim upon 
the time and attention of members of the Cabinet, and that 
permanent officials of the Government should give to the perform- 
ance of the duties of their respective offices their whole time and 
attention. The form of the resolution was that it was inexpedient 
that any member of the Government, or deputy head of a 
department, should practise in the courts presided over by judges 
appointed by the Dominion Government. The resolution was 
said to be aimed at the Postmaster-General, who vigorously 
defended the right of a member of the Cabinet belonging to the 
legal profession to enjoy the same privileges of attending to his 

rivate business in his spare time as any other member of the 
Gabinet who belonged to any other profession or was engaged 
in business. Those who supported the resolution contended that 
the Postmaster-General in following his profession was acting 
contrary to the practice and custem of the English Parliament. 
We think that few persons will regret that this practice has been 
adopted, though it may occasionally deprive the State of the 
services of a man thoroughly competent, but unfortunately 
without private means. 


Criminating Evidence. 


WE HAVE no wish to express any opinion as to the result of 
the inquiries of the commission upon the army contracts in South 
Africa; but we would refer to it as an example of the growing 
tendency in this country to disregard the maxim ‘‘ nemo tenetur 
seipsum accusare.’ The year 1898 was marked by a great change 
in the law, enabling a person charged with an offence to be 
called as a witness on his own application, and though he 
cannot be compelled to enter the witness-box against his will, he 
must be well aware that his unwillingness to submit himself to 
cross-examination will be the subject of unfavourable comment. 
The examination of a bankrupt is pursued with little regard to 
the fact that his answers may have a tendency to criminate him, 
and the same remark applies to inquiries under the Corrupt 
Practices Acts. Little sympathy is likely to be felt for an 
official in a responsible position who should object to make a full 
answer as to the manner in which he had performed his important 
duties. 


Absolute Titles. 


WE PRINTED, ante, p. 438, a letter from a correspondent who 
drew attention to a statement attributed to Mr. Evz, K.O., in a 
case of Re J. W. Clark (Deceased) (reported 54 Wezxiy Reporter, 
386), that a conveyancing counsel to the court had refused to 
accept an absolute title registered at the Land Registry, and 
insisted on investigating such title. We observe that the case 18 
now reported in the current number of the Law Reports (1906, 
1 Oh. 615), where, at p. 621, Mr. Evz’s words are given as 
being that “if there had been no fund in ceurt, the applicants 
would have accepted an absolute title without employing counsel 
to examine it.” We have reason to believe that this accurately 
reproduces Mr. Evz’s remark, and also that the only requisition 
made by the conveyancing counsel to whom the case was referred 
consisted of a request for particulars of a covenant as to roads, 
and as to leases poe has 4 to on the register, which should 
apparently have been supplied by the vendor in the first 
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A Vendor's Right o 


f Rescission. 


Tae recent decision of Farwett, J., in Quinton v. Horne (1906, 


1 Oh. 596) is an interesting example of 
court places upon the usual condition 


the restriction which the 
of sale which enables a 


yendor to rescind upon an objection or requisition being made 
which he is ‘‘unable or unwilling to remove or comply with” ; 


and, with the decision of the Court of 


Appeal in Re Jackson and 


Haden’s Contract (54 W. R. 534; 1906, 1 Ch. 412), upon which 


we commented recently (ante, p. 435), 


it shews that a vendor 


cannot make use of the condition to save himself from taking the 
ordinary steps to make a title to the purchaser. In the former 
of these two cases the vendor claimed to rescind because the 
purchaser raised a requisition on a point essential to the title, 
and upon which the vendor was in a position to furnish informa- 
tion, though he was unwilling to do so; in the latter, the vendor 
had failed to disclose in the conditions that he had no title to 
part of the property, and then claimed to rescind when the 
ewe] required an abstract of title to this part to be 

ished. In each case it was held that the vendor was seeking 
to make an improper use of the condition, and that no right of 


rescission had arisen. 


An early statement as to the unwillinguess of the court to 
let the condition operate according to its literal terms is to 
be found in the judgment of Turner, L.J., in Duddell v. 
Simpson (L. R. 2 Ch., p. 107). ‘I think,” said he, “that in 


acase where the vendor annuls the 


contract on the ground 


of unwillingness, he must show some reasonable ground for 
unwillingness; thus, for instance, he may show that if he 
proceeds to comply with a requisition, he will be involved 
in expenses far beyond what he ever contemplated, or be 
involved in litigation and expense which he never contem- 
plated, and for avoiding which he reserved to himself the power 
ofannulling the contract”; and he went on to observe that to 
allow a vendor, upon a condition of this description, to annul a 


contract brevi manu, without attempting 
requisitions, would be opposed both to 
It would, in fact, be giving the 


to answer the purchaser’s 
principle and authority. 
vendor the power of 


saying that, notwithstanding the contract, there should be no 
sale at all. It is not enough that the vendor should be “ un- 
willing ” to comply with the requisition. The relation of vendor 
and purchaser itself introduces an essential qualification, and 
the vendor must shew that there is reason for his unwillingness. 
To this effect is the dictum of James, L.J., in Mawson v. Fletcher 


(L. R. 6 Ch., p.94): ‘It is true that th 


e vendors could not make 


such a contract, and avail themselves arbitrarily of this condition 
toput an end to it; but in this case it is —— not to see that 


they would be involved in very considerable 


rouble and expense 


bysuch an inquiry as would be necessary.” Similarly in Re 
Dames and Wood (29 Oh. D., p. 630) Corton, L.J., though he seems 
to have doubted whether unreasonableness was a question for 
the court, admitted that the cases laid down that a vendor could 


not avail himself of such a condition 


arbitrarily, or unless he 


shewed some reasonable ground for his unwillingness to answer 


the requisitions. 


The same learned judge again suggested in Re Glenton and 
Saunders (53 L. T. 434) a doubt whether the court was right in 
putting any limitation on the word ‘‘ unwilling,” though he did 
hot question the effect of the authorities. “The result of the 


authorities,” he said, “ is that a vendor 
himself of such a condition as this, and 


cannot capriciously avail 
in the recent case of Re 


Dames and Wood we doubted whether even that was right.” 
In Re Starr-Bowkett Building Society and Sibun’s Contract (42 Ch. D. 
875, p. 383) Onrrry, J., after referring to this passage and to 
the judgments of Livo.ey and Bowen, L.JJ., in the same case, 


concluded: ‘I take it, therefore, that 


there is some limitation 


to be put upon the meaning of the term ‘ unwilling,’ as some- 


thing has to be added to it, and I take 
sufficiently to bind me by that case th 
148 In terms that the vendor ma 


it now to be established 
at, although the contract 
rescind if unwilling 


to comply with the requisitions, still, if it be shewn that 
he is acting capriciously, the power is not well exer- 


cised, and there is an expression to 


the effect that if it is 


hot reasonable the power is not validly exercised”; though, 
since the Court of Appeal had held in Re Glenton and Saunders 








that the vendor was not bound to state his reasons to the pur- 
chaser, the test of unreasonableness is not an easy one for the 
purchaser to apply. But the purchaser’s difficulty did not 
produce any modification of the rule when the Starr-Bowkett case 
went to the Court of Appeal. “The only question,” said 
Corton, L.J., “is whether the vendors had arbitrarily or 
capriciously in rescinding the contract. It has been decided that 
the vendor is not bound to state to the purchaser the reason why 
he is unable or unwilling to comply with the requisitions, and 
though there may be some objection to the form of this notice, 
the question whether the vendors have acted arbitrarily or 
capriciously must be tried, not by the consideration whether 
the notice was in a correct form, but whether upon the 
facts their conduct had been arbitrary or capricious.” And the 
rule was shortly stated by Lorzs, L.J., in the words, ‘‘[The 
condition] gave the vendors a right to rescind, provided it was 
not done capriciously, and provided the unwillingness or 
inability was reasonable; and er, it has been held that the 
grounds for rescinding need not be communicated to the 
purchaser.” 

While, then, it is clear that the condition authorizing rescission 
on the ground of unwillingness to comply with a requisition is 
subject to the limitation that the unwillingness must not be 
arbitrary or capricious, this rule leaves considerable room for 
doubt as to its application in particular cases. In the recent 
case of Quinion v. Hofne the trustee under a will was selling 
under a trust for sale. Property was devised by the 
will in trust for the testator’s niece, then a spinster, for life, and 
after her death upon trust to sell and divide the proceeds among 
her children, but if she died without leaving a child, then upon 
trust to convey the property to her two brothers as tenants in 
common. The tenant for life had married and died, and the 
title of the vendor to sell under the trust for sale depended, of 
course, upon her having left a child. The purchaser, by his 
requisitions, inquired what children survived her, and what were 
their names and addresses. The vendor replied that she left six 
children surviving her, and upon being pressed for a further 
answer, he gave the} names of the six children, but not 
their addresses. The purchaser pressed for the date of 
the birth of any one child living at the tenant for life’s 
death in order to obtain a certificate of birth to prove 
that the trust for sale had arisen. The vendor's solicitor 
replied that he had not the information as to the dates and 
places of birth of the tenant for life’s children in his 
possession, and that he could not see that it in any i concerned 
the purchaser. At this last sentence Farwert, J., not un- 
naturally expressed surprise. ‘‘The dates and places of birth of 
Mr. Wes’ children were, of course, immaterial in themselves, 
but most material as leading up to evidence which obviously the 
purchaser was intending to procure for himself to shew that 
there were such children living at the death of the tenant for 
life, so that the trust for sale had arisen.” Upon the purchaser 
continuing to press for the information, the vendor gave notice 
to rescind the sale. 

In the present case no question arose as to the vendor not 
being bound to give reasons for his refusal to comply with the 
requisition. Such reasons as he had were given in the course 
of the action. They were, that he had not in his possession 
any information as to the date and place of birth of any of the 
tenant for life’s children; that the information was not 
necessary ; and that, having instructions from the beneficiaries 
to avoid all unnecessary expense, he had rescinded for the 
purpose of avoiding the expense of getting the information. It 
appeared, however, that at the time the correspondence 
between the vendor and purchaser's solicitors, the vendor's 
solicitor knew the address in Belgium of one of the children, 
and also the address of the solicitors in London who acted for 
the other children. Although, then, the vendor had not 
the information asked for, yet he had other information 
which, if communicated to the purchaser, would have enabled 
him to obtain the evidence required to complete the title. It is 
not surprising that under these circumstances Farwatt, J., held 
that the case was not within the scope of the rescission clause. 
“T do not see,” he said, “how in this case the rescission could 
be otherwise than arbitrary and wholly without reasonable 
cause.” It had been contended that the vendor's conduct was 
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neither arbitrary nor capricious, because he had acted honestly 
and under legal advice; but the learned judge, though he 
admitted the vendor’s bona fides, held that a rescission based upon 
a fear of expense which had no foundation was to be treated as 
arbitrary. The words “arbitrary” and “capricious” are not 
always easy to apply, and possibly neither of them fits very 
exactly the present case. But at any rate it is not safe for a 
vendor to refuse to give the purchaser information which is in 
his possession and which may assist the purchaser in clearing up 
the title. 

In Re Jackson and Haden’s Contract (supra) the failure on the 
part of the vendor to perform his duty towards the purchaser 
was of a different nature. The contract for sale of property 
referred to the property without noticing that the minerals were 
not in the vendors’ ownership. The abstract shewed that they 
had been reserved upon a grant to a predecessor in title of the 
vendors, and the vendors believed it to be well known in the district 
that the reservation was usual. The purchaser, however, did not 
know this, and insisted on delivery of a supplemental abstract of 
title to the minerals. The vendors thereupon claimed to rescind, 
but their claim was disallowed by the Court of Appeal upon the 

und that the vendors had failed in the performance of their 
uty to state accurately to the purchaser the nature of the 
property which he was buying. The court, as is well known, 
recognizes that conditions of sale are drawn in the interests of 
vendors, but if the vendor wishes them to be effectual, he must 
put the purchaser in the position of forming his own opinion as 
to the property for which he is bidding. If he fails to do this, 
he cannot rely upon conditions which give him the power to 
rescind the contract. 








Dissolved Corporations and Trust 
Estates. 


Corruicrixe judicial decisions have recently been given on the 
question of vesting in the rightful owner property, which was 
vested in a corporation, as a trustee, before its dissolution, and 
cannot now be formally assured by the corporation. The case 
has been treated by Farwett, J., and Wanrineron, J., as falling 
within sections 25, 26 and 35 of the Trustee Act, 1893: Re 
General Accident Assurance Corporation (1904,1 Ch. 147),Re Richard 
Mills & Co. (1905, W. N. 36), Re No. 9, Bomore-road (1906, 1 Ch. 
359). In the first two cases Farwett, J., held that the case fell 
within the words of section 26 (ii.) (¢), ‘‘ cannot be found’’; in 
the last-mentioned case Wanzztncrtoy, J., held that the case was 
one in which new trustees could be appointed under section 25, 
and that a vesting order could therefore be made under section 
26 (i). Bucxrzy, J., on the contrary, held that the case 
of a dissolved corporation having been a trustee before 
its dissolution had not been thought of by the framers 
of the Trustee Act, 1893, and had not been provided for 
in that Act: Re Taylor's Agreement Trusts (1904, 2 Ch. 737). 
Bucxtzy, J., also thought he could not make any vesting order 
under the Trustee Act, 1893, which would bind the Crown, while 
Waszrsoton, J., considered that it would “‘ be a mere idle form to 
give the Crown notice,” and Fanwezt, J., in one case (Re General 
Accident Assurance Corporation) made the vesting order without 
reference to any rights of the Crown, but in the other (Re Richard 
Mills & Co.) expressly directed that notice should be given to the 
Crown as a condition of the order being finally completed. 2 
Taylor's Agreement Trusts related to a patent, and the other cases 
above referred to related to freehold land, leasehold land, and a 
covenant to surrender copyhold land, and in Re No. 9, Bomore- 
road Wanuisctox, J., also referred to, and relied upon, an 
unreported case in which the property was realty. The nature 
of the property, or the distinction between realty and personalty, 
do not appear to have been regarded as material to any of the 
decisions, though Wazxzmerton, J., thought that the case before 
Bucarey, J., ~— be distinguishable as relating to a patent. 
It is remarkable that throughout the legislation relating to 
escheat, whether of trust or beneficial estates, 10 mention is 
made of the case of a sapenees being dissolved. The first 
Escheat Act was 4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 23, ‘An Act for the amend- 


ment of the law relative to the escheat and forfeiture of real and 











personal property holden in trust”; from sections 2 and § of 
this Act were taken sections 15, 19, and 46 of the Trustee Act, 
1850, and these enactments are now replaced by sections 26, 29 
and 48 of the Trustee Act, 1893. The Intestate Estates Act, 
1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 71), by which the law of escheat applies 
to equitable interests in corporeal hereditaments, and a to 
legal interests in incorporeal hereditaments, likewise contains no 
mention of a dissolved corporation. Possibly the reason of this 
is to be found in the doubt which still exists as to whether the 
land of a dissolved corporation does escheat to the Crown, 
though the better opinion is that escheat takes place: see Oo, 
Litt. 13), Hargraves’ note; Gray on Perpetuities (2nd ed.) 43; 
Williams V. & P. ii., 871, Although neither the Act of 1834 
above referred to, which first enabled trust estates which would 
otherwise have escheated to be conveyed, nor the Trustee Acts 
of 1850 or 1893, by which the court may appoint new trustees 
and make vesting orders, expressly refer to dissolved corpora- 
tions, yet the Trustee Act of 1850 did contain a new enactment 
—not to be found in the Act of 1834, and only to found in a 
rudimentary form in the old Trustee Act of 1830 (4 Geo. 4 & 
1 Will. 4, c. 60)—which appears in a developed form in the 
Trustee Act, 1893, and does in fact bridge over the difficulty 
caused by the absence of all mention of a dissolved corporation’s 
land in the legislation relating to escheat. The enactment 
referred to is section 32 of the Trustee Act, 1850, by which the 
court is enabled to appoint a new trustee, now reproduced and 
amplified in section 25 of the Trustee Act, 1893; the power 
may, in particular, be exercised ‘‘ although there is no existing 
trustee.” Now in neither of the cases before Farwext, J. (Re 
General Accident Assurance Corporation and Re Richard Mills & 
Co.), was an order appointing new trustees made. Had such an 
order been made, the vesting order might have then been made 
under sub-section (i.) of section 26, as was done in the case before 
Wakrgineton, J. (Re No. 9, Bomore-road), and the decision 
would not then have been open to the criticism of Buoxuey, J., 
as to a trustee who “cannot be found.” Bucxuey, J., in 
Re Taylor's Agreement Trusts would have adopted this course— 
first appointing new trustees, and then making a vesting order 
—had he not held that the Crown was not bound by the Trustee 
Act, 1893. But for the view that new trustees could not be 
appointed, the decision of Buckie, J., would have been in 
accord with the subsequent decision of Warruveron, J., and 
also (though for different reasons) with the previous decision of 
FarweEt1t, J. 

This view, however—that the Crown is not bound by the 
Trustee Act, 1893, and therefore new trustees could not be 
appointed when a corporation has been dissolved without con- 
veying away its trust property—seems to be due to a dis- 
regard of the history and objects of the vesting clauses of 
the Trustee Acts. Although the express references to the case 
of land which would otherwise escheat contained in the 
title and preamble of the Act of 1834 (4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 23) 
were not contained in the Trustee Act, 1850, and are not now 
to be found in the Trustee Act, 1893, yet the fact that under the 
latter Acts the death of a trustee intestate, and without heirs, 
enables the court to make a vesting order, shews conclusively 
that the very object of the enactment is to exclude the rights of 
the Crown, to whom the land would ordinarily—but for the 
enactments—have escheated. Hence it is hardly correct to say 
that the Crown is not bound by the Trustee Act, 1893, seeing 
that the Crown’s strict rights are directly affected. Moreover, 
the purpose of the vesting clauses in the Trustee Acts is, as above 
stated, to anticipate the ordinary and natural result of trust 
property being left without a legal owner: in the case of land it 
would escheat, and in the case of personalty it might be claimed 
by the Orown as bona vacantia. The question as to who would 
be entitled, but for the vesting order, is not touched by the 
enactments, and their scheme is simply to ensure that 
trust property without a legal owner shall be properly 
secured by being forthwith vested ina new owner. Bucxuzy, J., 
thought ‘it right to go into the question of the legal 
ownership of the trust property, and assumed it was in the 
Crown, so that a vesting order could not be made nor a new 
trustee appointed. But for this question, of where the legal 
ownership was, having been considered, new trustees would have 
been appointed under section 25—there being no existing 
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trustee, and it being impracticable to appoint a new trustee 
without the aid of the court—and a consequential vesting order 
would have been made under section 26 (i). 

It is submitted, on the whole, that the criticism made by 
Buoxtzy, J., on Farwatt, J.’s, reasoning is justified, though 
the decision of Farwett, J., was right; on the other hand, both 
the decision and reasoning of WarrineTon, J., seem to be right 
—the reasoning being that partly adopted by Buoxuey, J., and 
the decision being that of Farwe11, J. 

It is of some interest to note that a Colonial court, confronted 
with the conflicting decisions of Farwett, J., and Bucktey, J., 

referred to follow the former, and made an order vesting free- 
fold land of a dissolved corporation in the person equitably 
entitled : Re Clarke and Solomons’ Agreement Trusts (1905, 
6 8. R. (N. 8, W.) 498). 








Sir John Hollams’ “ Jottings.”” 


TuE long-looked-for book of Sir Joun HoLuams’ reminiscences differs 
widely from the ordinary autobiography. There is very little about 
the writer, save in connection with the important cases in which he 
has been engaged ; there is nothing about certain living legal person- 
ages with regard to whom one would greatly like to have the author’s 
candid opinion. On the other hand, there is a great deal about the 
judges and leading counsel of from twenty to forty years ago, 
and there are, as might be expected, suggestions of much value with 
reference to procedure and other portions of our legal system. The 
author commences his book by stating that his object is to call atten- 
tion to the changes which have taken place during the period he can 
recall, with the idea that the consideration of what has been done may 
stimulate attention to improvements yet needed. Itis the suggestion 
of these further improvements which constitutes the most important 
partof the book. The author’s remarks are by no means of the drastic 
character we rather anticipated; we recall a conversation with him 
many years ago in which he strongly advocated the entire abolition 
of the law of bankruptcy, and adduced cogent reasons to shew the 
advantage to the mercantile community of the adoption of such a 
course. It may be that, like his friend Lord BRAMWELL, he was not 
averse to a little paradoxical talk now and then. At all events, the 
contrast between the old and new systems of procedure which Sir 
JonN HoLiaMs draws in his book is marked by great shrewdness, 
moderation, and calm judgment, and it ought to receive the careful 
attention of the authorities whose business it is to look after the 
working of our procedure. 

The picture of the old system contained in this book is lurid as 
regards cost and delay to the suitor, but so brilliant as to profits of 
practitioners as to make the mouths of counsel and solicitors of the 
present day water. We read of pleadings, the record of which, if 
unrolled, would reach from Gray’s-inn to the Temple; of briefs to 
counsel for every order for a special jury; of upwards of two 
hundred briefs, each with a fee of half a gminea, being delivered in 
one day to a barrister in ejectment proceedings to move for judg- 
ment against the casual ejector; of bills in Chancery of huge length 
frequently accompanied by elaborate and detailed schedules setting 
out accounts or other general matter; of everyone who had a 
scintilla of interest in the estate in question in Chancery being made 
a party and being represented by separate counsel on every applica- 
tion to the court; of the Bill of Discovery, which had to be filed in 
the Court of Chancery by a defendant in a common law action who 
desired to see books or documents in his opponent’s possession, and 
of cases in which actions at common law were stayed for years, first 
pending a hearing in court before the Vice-Chancellor as to the 
sufficiency of the answer as to documents and objection to their 
— and subsequently by successive appeals to the Lord 

ancellor, and from him to the House of Lords on that point. 

There is much, by the Ke in this story of the old system which is 
novel to us. For instance, the author says that solicitors in Chancery 
cep, had to employ certain nondescript officials who were 
called ‘* Clerks in Court,” who sat in small boxes in a large room in 
Chancery-lane, and were paid by the solicitors instructing them. 
They were, he says, supposed to be experts as to practice, but were of 
no use to an experienced solicitor. Again, we were not aware that 
Wwe owe to Sir Jonn Honuams the practice of dividing affidavits into 
paragraphs, each numbered. It appears that he had on one occasion 

prepare some affidavits in a hurry, and with a view to conciseness 
and ease of reference, prepared them in short paragraphs, each 
numbered. When these affidavits came before Vice-Chancellor 
TurNER, he expressed strong approval of the way in which they 
Were prepared, and soon afterwards the course adopted by Mr. 
Houiams became the rule. 








* Jottings of an Old Solicitor, By Sir John Hollams, John Murray, 





There were, however, redeeming features in the old procedure and 
courts. The judges (in the common law courts, at all events) were, says 
the author, “‘ much more reticent than in more modern times,” and 
trials did not occupy anything like the time they now take. ‘“‘ It used - 
to be the exception for a jury case to occupy more than one day. 
Now a seriously contested case is seldom concluded in a — And, 
costly as was legal procedure in the old days, it was generally possible 
then to give a reasonable estimate as to the time within which the 
litigation must end and the which it might involve, Under 
the new system this cannot be done. 

It is the enormous cost of trials, eile wale disproportionate to 
the pecuniary importance of the case, and the “‘ gambling element” 
connected with appeals to which Sir Jonn HoLiams points as the 
leading defects of the new system. As he says, “(almost every 
decision is subject to the risk of to the Court of Appeal, and 
from that court to the House of and these successive appeals 
may conceivably happen more than once in the same case. The 
practical mischief from this unrestricted right of appeal arises from 
the modern system, introduced by the courts without express legisla- 
tive authority, of allowing the successful appellant the cost of the 
appeal and of the decision appealed from. Formerly this was 
unheard of, and consequently, even when there was power 
to appeal, it was not exercised, for the unsuccessful litigant 
knew that, even if the appeal should be successful, he would 
have to pay his own costs, and, if it was unsuccessful, the costs 
of his opponent also.” The author expresses his opinion that 
the great majority of litigants would be content with a patient hearing 
before a judge and to abide by his decision. Sir Joun HotLams 
might have added, as one of the evils of the present system, that the 
tendency of the institution of a largely-manned Court of Appeal is 
constantly to deplete the High Court of its most experienced and 
competent judges, and so to encourage appeals from the decisions 
of their successors. 

With regard to other matters, there is a valuable chapter on the 
administration of justice in the provinces, in which the circuit system 
is discussed and suggestions for its alteration are made. With regard 
to the county courts, Sir Joun HoLiams’ view is—in accordance with 
what is understood to be the opinion of the present Lord Chancellor 
—that they should be branches of the High Court. 

We have left ourselves little space to refer to the author’s inter- 
esting reminiscences of deceased judges. We observe with pleasure 
that he does full justice to Chief Justice ERLE, who always seemed 
to us one of the finest examples of what an English judge ought to 
be, and to Mr. Justice WILLEs, whom it seems rather to the 
fashion nowadays for members of the common law bar to disparage; 
but, for some reason or other he does not seem to appreciate the 
extraordinary powers as a judge of Sir Grorcs JgssEL. Lord 
CAMPBELL was obviously the author’s bele noir; and, indeed, we 
fancy that that “canny” judge had few admirers among legal 
practitioners. 

In the last chapter we come upon a very short sketch of 
Sir JouN Hoxitams’ honourable career. It appears that, when 
he was under the age of forty, he was offered the appointment 
of Solicitor to the Admiralty, and was more than once asked 
if he would accept the office of chief clerk in Chancery. He 
concludes his book with the remark, ‘‘I have never had a serious 
personal difference with anyone, and have never been a part 
suit. I may be said to have been fortunate, but I believe that the 
eagle wer gga eyecare tag tg tage | ung man entering 
the profession who may choose to follow it, and devote himself*to 
legitimate professional work, and abstain from money-lending, 
company promoting, financing builders, and speculative business, and 
give constant, careful, and anxious thought and attention to the 
professional business from time to time entrusted to him.” Wise 
words these; but should it not be added that brains are also 
necessary to a success such as that attained by the writer ? 








The Lord Chief Justice has taken over the lists of summonses and 
in the Commercial Court during the absence of Mr. Justice Walton a’ 
Worcester Parliamentary election petition. 

It is announced that the Royal Commission which is to inquire into 
administration of the police in the West-end of London is to consist 
Mr. A. Lyttelton, the ex-Colonial , the chairman ; Mr. W. 
Dickinson, M.P., former chairman of the don County Council ; 
Rufus Isaacs, K.C., M.P., ; Mr. D. Brynmor Jones, M.P., a former 
court judge ; and Mr. C, A. Whitmore, ex-M.P. for Chelsea. The 
facilitate the proceedings of the commissioners to gi 
such powers, rights, and privileges as are vested in the _ 
respect of the enforcing of the attendance of witnesses an 
them on oath, the compell of the uction of documents, and the 
punishing of persons guilty of contempt ; and also 
authorisi ae ory of an offender for a period not 
three months be by one or more of 
also that every person who on examination on oath wilfully gives false 
evidence shall be liable to the penalties for perjury ; and also that persons 
may appear before the commissioners by counsel or solicitor. 
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Reviews. 


Deeds. 


A TREATISE ON DEEDS. By Ropert F. Norton, K.C.; assisted by 
R. H. Dun and Dicsy L. F. Kok, Barristers-at-Law. FOUNDED 
UPON, AND IN LizU oF A SECOND EpItTIon or, RULES FOR THE 
INTERPRETATION OF DEEDS. By H. W. ELPuinstTone, now Sir 
Howarp W. ELpPuHinsTone, Bart., and one of the Conveyancing 
Counsel of the Court; THz AUTHOR; and James WILLIAM CLARK, 
K.C. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The contrast in size and outward appearance between this book and 
the work on which it is founded aptly represents the change which 
has been made in its contents. The book has been practically recon- 
structed. Not merely have the chapters been arranged in logical 

uence, but a large amount of new matter has been added, and 
most of the old matter has been re-written and re-arranged ; and the 
various rules and illustrations are stated in phraseology which is 
singularly direct, clear, and concise. The work, indeed, in its new 
form is one of the few law books which are both learned and interesting. 
Any lawyer will find its perusal a pleasant occupation in vacant hours, 
and one who consults it upon a particular point will be tempted to 
continue his perusal, at all events to the end of the chapter. The 
somewhat dry bones of the original book—great as was the learning 
and labour bestowed on it, and valuable as it was both as a statement 
of principles of construction and as an index to the cases—have been 

e to live in more attractive form. 

. This, however, is not the chief merit of the present book, A more 
important matter is that the mass of decisions and authorities cited 
in the original issue have been considered with admirable patience 
and skill. The judgments are sifted; their bearing on the matter in 
hand is stated ; conflicting decisions are weighed, and short extracts 
are a on from the portions of judgments which state 
principles. - Norton says in his preface that, while he has 
endeavoured to state the law as it is to be found in the decided cases, 
except in a very few instances, he has not thought it part of his duty 
to criticize the law so found. A good deal of criticism and analytical 
skill is, however, often necessary in order to ascertain what the law 
is, and in this respect no pains appear to have been spared. 

The book begins with a chapter on “‘ The Form and Execution of 
Deeds ”—a matter which in the original work was largely left to be 
gathered from other sources indicated in a footnote. This chapter, 
besides a full discussion of the essentials of a deed, includes a statement 
of the law as to escrows, in which we observe that the doubt expressed 
by Coleridge, J., in a case on circuit (Doe v. Barnett, 8 O, & P. 124), 
as to whether an instrument delivered on condition that the grantee 
should not have it until the grantor’s death could operate as an escrow, 
is queried. The chapter also shortly discusses the question of relief 
— a deed delivered on the faith of others executing it, as to 

we miss @ reference to Peto v. Peto (16 Sim. 590). Then 
follow a statement of the rules as to disclaimer by the grantee; 
attestation ; execution on behalf of a lunatic and by attorney ; enrol- 
ment and the distinction between indentures and deeds-poll; and 
here we have a caution which, according to our experience, is much 
needed. The author says (p. 23): ‘‘There does, however, appear to 
be a distinction which is still of importance between deeds made inter 
partes and deeds not so made, for it is a rule of law that no person 
can sue on a covenant made with him in a deed made inter partes, 
unless he be a party to such deed, and this is the case even if he 
execute the deed.” Then follow the ancient and modern authorities 
for the proposition, and the chapter concludes with the subject of 


We have referred at some length to the contents of the first 
chapter, which is mainly new, in order to shew the thoroughness 
with which each subject is investigated. There are many other 
chapters which we should like to discuss in detail—particularly that 
on “ Ambiguities, Equivocations, Inaccuracies ”—which deals admir- 
ably with a difficult subject; that on ‘Resulting Uses and Truste— 
Estates by Implication,” which contains in a terse form a statement 
of the rule against perpetuities, and that relative to ‘‘ Covenants in 
Restraint of Trade,” which gives in tabulated form the covenants 
which have been held to be reasonable, stating in separate 
columns the trade, duration, area, and the authority for the decision 
as to reasonableness. But the limite of our space will not admit of 

discussion of the doctrines laid down in these admirable 

. We must not, however, omit to call attention to the last 

short chapter, which deals with the subject of ‘‘Deeds to which 
F are Parties,” and which we think is new. The law as to 
this matter is summed up in a series of propositions, taken from 
Enon of Lord Lindley, Willes, J., and Cozens-Hardy, L.J., each 


ed les and qualifications. 
Tho divin af the matter into rules, followed by examples and 
ys magma is a feature of the present book, as it was of ite 
, and it conduces no little to convenient reference and 


arrangement of matter. On the whole, we place this work in the 
first rank of legal treatises, and we advise every one who has to deal 
with the construction of deeds to have it on his shelves. 


Vendor and Purchaser. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF VENDOR AND PURCHASER OF REAL 
EstaTE AND CHATTELS REAL. By T. Cyprian WILLIAms, 
Barrister-at-Law, Assisted by J. F. Iszxin, Barrister-at-Law. 
Vou. II. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Mr. Cyprian Williams has finished his great work, and the com- 
pleted second volume is now in the hands of the profession, 
The task has been carried through with the same grasp of 
principle, care of detailed illustration, fearless criticism, and 
power of orderly arrangement which we have noted in our 
remarks upon the earlier portions—viz., Vol. I. and Vol. IL, 
Part I. The new material Coates with chapter 17, ‘Of Relative 
Disability in Equity” —a sequel to chapter 16, ‘“‘ Of Personal 
Incapacity””—and extends the inquiry into the region of the 
relative incapacity of trustees, agents, solicitors, and other persons 
in a fiduciary position in dealing with their beneficiaries, clients, and 
principals. This is a subject on which there is little new law tobe 
considered ; the only scope for independent effort is that of orderly 
and concise arrangement on logical principles: and the author has 
availed himself of this to condense into some thirty pages a complete 
treatise, with some incidental criticisms on such august authorities as 
Lord Brougham, Lord St. Leonards, and the House of Lords. 

The next chapter, ‘‘On the Discharge of the Contract,” whether 
before breach or after breach, is on a different plane. We do not 
recollect any equivalent elsewhere for these sixty pages of subtle 
and comprehensive analysis of all methods of discharge from a 
contract, of the rights and remedies on either side arising out of it, 
and of discrimination between the principles applicable to each case. 
This and the following chapter, ‘‘ On the Remedies for Breach of the 
Contract,” are full of fearless criticism of authorities who are shewn 
to have overlooked the right principles or applied wrong principles to 
the facts before them. Among these are Cozens-Hardy, J., in 
Cornwall v. Henson (p. 916), the editors of Dart (p. 930), Farwell, J., 
in Jackson v. De Kadich, Chitty, J., in Allgood v. Merrybent, &c., 
Railway Co. (p. 954), Bacon, V.C., in Hepburn v. Leather (p. 995), the 
Court of Appeal in Sanderson v. Mayor, &c., of Berwick-on- Tweed 
(p. 1041), and Mayne on Damages (p. 1050). We would also 
call particular attention to the last or fifth section of the 
last-named chapter (pp. 1026-1057), which deals with the rights of the 
purchaser under the different covenants for title and the measure of 
damages under each of them—a subject on which it is difficult to 
find a complete and concise summary of the law elsewhere, with 
adequate illustrations. Section 4 also contains a most useful analysis 
and criticism of the scope of the jurisdiction under the modern vendor 
and purchaser summons. The subjects of the earlier sections—(1) of 
the rescission and resale, (2) of claiming damages under the contract, 
and (3) of specific performance—lend themselves less to novel 
disquisition, but are nevertheless admirable in treatment and 
suggestiveness. 

But the best part of this volume is reserved to the last chapter, 
which deals with the sale of registered land under the Land Transfer 
Acts and rules. In these last one hundred pages we have, in the 
first place, the best hitherto aan ge! gag to the operations of the 
new system of land transfer, which will be invaluable to the prac- 
titioner, But we have also a most trenchant criticism of its defects 
and dangers—all the more serious because it is temperate and 
restrained, and does not appear to be actuated by any hostility to the 
principle of registration of title, but rather by a desire to shew that, 
thou h the present system is considered bad, a good system might 
well be devised; and from this point of view the chapter should be 
valuable to the reforming legislator. It is impossible in the space of 
a review to follow out in detail either the exposition or the exposure 
of these Acts and rules; but they shew the author as much at home 
in the most modern developments of the law as he has long 
proved himself to be in the most ancient. 
The work is completed by a full table of cases (dated), table of 
statutes, and gen index, which leave nothing to be desired. These 
are the work of Mr. J. F. Iselin, who has also corrected the proofs of 
the text and given other valuable assistance, especially in chapters 17 
and 19. We may note that in his ment the book is in one 
respect rather a “‘ curiosity of literature ’’—none of the pages of the 
indexes being numbered. At first we scented an oversight, but on 
second thoughts it appears to be deliberate and reasonable; no one 
refers to the page of an alphabetical index or could get any assistance 
from it if known. 

We must congratulate Mr. Williams on the completion of the work 
which has taken the profession—we were about to say—by storm; 
but that ex is not appropriate. He has come in, as it were, 
by descent urbed possession of his seignory, and the tenants 
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in chivalry pay homage. Only last Saturday the Weekly Notes 
a ntained a report of a case in which Swinfen Eady, J., declined to 
follow Bolton v. London School Board (1878), on the ground of the 
criticisms offered in this book. 





Local Government Law. 


ENcyCcLOPHDIA OF LocAL GOVERNMENT LAW (EXCLUSIVE OF THE 
METROPOLIS). Edited by JosHua ScHOLEFIELD, Barrister-at-Law. 
Vou. II.: BETTERMENT TO District Councizs. Butterworth & 
Co.; Shaw & Sons. 


In considering the merits of an encyclopedia, it is perhaps un- 
grateful to complain that it is subject to the defects which are inherent 
ina work of that character. A law treatise which deals consecutively and 
exhaustively with each subject comprised in it is impossible in the case 
of an encyclopedia ; if an article on a given subject is complete, it 
must of necessity trench upon ground which has been allotted to some 
other heading; the result is that under each heading a part only of 
the subject is dealt with. For instance, in the present volume, under 
the title ‘‘ Board of Agriculture and Fisheries,” the constitution of 
that board (a matter of minor importance) is carefully described, but 
for its powers under the Inclosure and Commons Acts we are referred 
to the article ‘‘ Commons” and for its powers as to Fisheries to the 
article on ‘‘ Areas of Local Government,” where those powers are 
somewhat meagrely dealt with, and naturally so, since fishery districts 
are not among the most important of such areas. Again, the article 
on “District Councils” deals mainly with their constitution, the 
information as to the powers and duties of these bodies being scattered 
up and down the work under headings relating to the subject-matters 
in respect of which they are exerciseable. 

Within its necessary limitations, the work is well done; we may 
instance in the present volume the article on ‘‘ Betterment,” by Mr. 
R, G. Ellis, and that on ‘‘ Commons and Open Spaces” (in relation 
to the powers of local authorities), by Mr. F. A. Jones, as containing 
much useful information. The difficulty of settling the headings of 
the articles with a due regard to their relative importance must be 
considerable ; we should not, however, have thought that ‘‘ Bribery 
of Officials’”” was a necessary or desirable heading, or that ‘‘ By 
Statute” was an appropriate sub-heading of that subject. 





The Law of Contract. 


PRINCIPLES OF THE LAW OF ConTRACT. By the late 8. Martin 
LEAKE, Barrister-at-Law. Firra Epirion. By A. E. RANDALL, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The speedy appearance of another edition of this excellent treatise 
shews that the care bestowed upon it by the present editor has been 
appreciated by the profession. The principles of the law of contract 
are not difficult to state in outline, but their application under the 
various circumstances of mercantile and social life has produced a vast 
mass of case and statute law, and however vaiuable principle may be, 
the exigencies of practice do not admit of any omission of authorities. 
Hence the problem which has to be faced by the commentator on such 
a fundamental subject as the law of contract is how to prevent his 
statement of principles from being so overloaded by details of 
reference as to lose their clearness. This is a problem which the late 
Mr. Leake and the present editor, Mr. A. E. Randall, have solved 
with marked success, and the work is a conspicuous example of lucid 
exposition. The present edition bears continual evidence of the 
growth of the law; and in such a section, for instance, as that on the 
contractual capacity of married women and the effect of judgments 
against them, the course of recent statutes and recent decisions is 
completely and concisely stated; and the same is true of the Money- 
lenders Act, 1900, which has been transferred to the chapter on 
Illegality, where other cases of the statutory regulations of trades 
and professions are dealt with. In Part IV., Chapter XI., the state- 
ment of the application of the Statute of Limitations to contract is 
another example of the successful marshalling of authorities, and in 
Chapter I. of Part VI. the assignments of contracts and the effect of 
notice in giving priority has required a careful examination of recent 
cases. Leake on Contracts in the present edition will hold its place 
as one of the most useful works on this subject. 


Real Property. 

THE MoperN Law or REAL PROPERTY; WITH AN APPENDIX 
CONTAINING THE VENDOR AND PURCHASER Act, 1874, THE Con- 
VEYANOING Acts, 1881 To 1892, THs SETTLED Lanp Aors, 1882 To 
1890, THE Marrizp Women's Property Aocrs, 1882 anp 1893, 
THE TrusTEE Act, 1893, ss. 10-12, aND THE LAND TRANSFER 
Act, 1897 (Parr I.). By the late Lovrs Gooprve. Fuirra 

Eprtion. By Sir HowARD WARBURTON ELPHINSTONE, Bart., M.A., 





one of the Conveyancing Counsel of the Court, and FaEpERICK 
TrentHaAmM Maw, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 


The intrinsic merits of the late Mr. Goodeve’s work on real 
property quickly secured its recognition as a standard treatise, and 
it has been no less fortunate in the revision to which it has been 
subjected in the hands of the present editors. Real Property is a 
branch of the law in which it is specially necessary to compare the 
ancient rules with their modern developments, and to a student whose 
heart is in his work there can be no more interesting and instructive 
research than to trace in this edition of Goodeve the present form 
of rules which date back to the foundations of the common law 
and the modifications which have been introduced by recent statutes. 
A noteworthy change is the introduction of a new chapter on Per- 

tuities, a subject which was brought into prominence last year by the 
Dalian of Farwell, J., in Re Ashforth (1905, 1 Ch. 535), and of 
Warrington, J., aud the Court of Appeal, in Woodall v. Clifton (1905, 
2 Ch. 257), and the doctrines on the subject are carefully expounded. 
Separate treatment is now also accorded to Part I. of the Land 
Transfer Act, and the chapter in which the statutory devolution 
of real estate for the p of administration is dealt with 
includes a very useful sketch of the development of the law of the 
liability of real estate for the debts of a deceased owner. The student 
who masters this work will acquire a valuable conversance with the 
law of real property. 





Administration of Estates. 


THE PRACTITIONER'S GUIDE TO THE DUTIES OF EXECUTORS AND 
ADMINISTRATORS, FROM DEATH TO DISTRIBUTION: WITH WHICH 
1s INCORPORATED Layton & Hart’s PracricaL GUIDE TO THE 
MAKING AND Provinc oF WILLS. THIRD Eprrion, REVISED AND 
CoRRECTED. By J. F.C. BENNETT, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, 
and E. J. EapEs, Manager in the Probate and Estate Duty Depart- 
ment of Waterlow Bros. & Layton (Limited). Waterlow Bros. & 
Layton (Limited). 

This work contains a large amount of well-arranged infor- 
mation with t to the practice in connection with the 
administration of the estates of deceased persons. The making and 
revocation of wills, and the operation of the Wills Act, 1837, is 
dealt with at some length in Chapter I. The office of executor 
and proof of the will is then explained in the second chapter, and in 
due course the grant of administration and the statement of the rights 
and duties of personal representatives is taken up. The practical 
information is faeces os copious references to the cases, many 
of which are stated in detail, and in such a matter, for instance, as 
the devolution of property in the case of commorientes, the cases are 
very usefully stated at pp. 108-111, and the same remark applies 
to the quotation of cases on retainer (pp. 197-200), where, amongst 
others, the recent case of Re Ambler (1905, 1 Ch. 697) on retainer by 
a widow who is executrix of her husband, is duly noticed. A lengthy 
chapter is devoted to the discussion of death duties, and the 
practitioner will find in it full guidance as to this important branch 
of the subject. The relevant statutes and forms, and also a table of 
colonial death duties, are given in the Appendix. 





Rates and Taxes. 


RATES AND TAXES: A Practica GuipE. By E. M. Konstam, 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


Mr. Konstam is to be cmnepeeas on having produced a useful 
book. We are not aware o other work ing, as this does, 
with both local rates and imperial taxes. A concise and admirably 
clear account is given of each imposition, the basis upon which it is 
assessed, the mode of collection, the exemptions from it, and such 
other information as is necessary to enable each ratepayer or tax- 
payer to ascertain the extent of his liability. The text of the relative 
enactments is not given. This is a defect, but to have made this 
addition would have largely increased the bulk of the book, and the 
ane to statutes are frequent and complete. The index is 
wirable. 





Books of the Week. 
Civil Judicial Statistics. Edited by Sir Jouw~ Macpowrgit, C.B., 
LL.D., a Master of the Supreme Court. Wyman & Sons (Limited). 
Outline of the Law of Landlord and Tenant: Six Lectures, 


Delivered at the Request of the Council of Education. By 
Epear Foa, Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 





| Edinburgh ; Stevens ¢ Sons (Limited). 


The moe aoe, LX. : Se Court, VIII., 
containing Younge an "s Chancery Cases, vol. 2; Collyer, 
vols. 1 and 2; De Gex and le, vol. 1, William & Sona, 
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The Law of Charities and Mortmain: being the Fourth Edition of 
Tudor’s Charitable Trusts. By Lzonarp SYER BrisTowk, & Judge 
of the High Court of the Transvaal; Cxectz ArTHUR Hunt, M.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.), and Hatrorp Gay Burperr, B.A. (Cantab.), 
Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The Principles of the Law of Evidence: with Elementary Rules 
for Conducting the Examination and Cross-Examination of Witnesses. 
By W. M. Bzst, M.A., LL.B. Tenth Edition. With a Collection 
of i itions. By J.M. Lexy, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 

The Trade-Marks Act, 1905 (7 Ed. 7,c. 15). With Notes, Cross- 
references, and a Commentary, and the Rules, Forms, Fees, and 
Classification of Goods under the Act. By D. M. Kerry, M.A., 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, and F. G. UNDERHAY, M.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


The Education Bill. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,— Whilst the daily papers teem with letters and articles upon 
the political and religious aspects of this Bill, one important effect of 
its provisions has been entirely overlooked. 

sums of money have been lent by trustees and others upon 
mortgage of Roman Catholic and other denominational schools. It 
is now proposed that these schools shall become ‘“‘ provided schools,” 
or, in other words, become the absolute property of the Education 
Authority for six days out of seven. This arrangement will, it seems 
to us, practically destroy the saleable value of such schools, as no man 
out of a lunatic asylum would buy such a building, subject to the user 
of it in perpetuity by the Education Authority. If, therefore, it 
should become necessary for a mortgagee to call in his principal 
money, he would practically be unable either to sell or foreclose his 
security, and his only remedy would be to sue the school trustees on 
their covenant, which would, from every point of view, be most 
undesirable. 

This question should at once be brought before the Committee, and 
as it is of interest to the profession generally, we shall be glad to have 
your views thereon, or those of other solicitors whose clients have lent 

on these securities. Bootu, CirovuaH, & Booru. 

Central Bank Chambers, Leeds, May 23. 


[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.””—Ep, 8.J.] 





Preliminary Fees. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Referring to the question put by Mr. Ford to the Council at 
the recent meeting, and the President’s reply and the amended forms 
put on the society’s register as to money to be advanced, there isan 
evil which the amendment does not seem to me adequately to meet. 

I, in common with many solicitors, have sometimes securities upon 
which a loan is desired which I am unable to effect in my own office. 
I have endeavoured to use the register, but without any effect; and, 
in fact, there are some firms I should refuse now to correspond with. 

I find that one is asked to pay preliminary fees, to which I have 
objected unless such fees are paid under a proper mortgage contract. 
The contract would naturally provide adequate protection to mortgagor 
and mortgagee on the following pointe: 

(1) That the valuer appointed by the parties is known to both, and 
of such reputation that the mortgagee is willing to abide by the 

a) Pooparhy =. [ guard ] d 1 

2) Properly disc uery s against] defects in title, or 

which could cal be at great expense, and protects 
mortgagor, to his deducing the title on sale. And 
(3) Settles the terms of advance, as to interest, terms of mortgage 
aod clauses. 
I find im practice, when these very reasonable points, on behalf of 


reek 


the , are proposed to be discussed, they are not entertained, 
but a prelimi fee is asked for without any conditions whatever; 
and ee ae sufficient reasons there may be for asking 
for fees on an ambiguous ing as to the loan of é 


i 


mortgagor would be most unwise to pay the 

the an agreement, the intended loan ma oat 
on one of the points indicated in the contract sketched. 
I be if any of your te could suggest 
cilahtaitel by iit: tai Ads leathems and Yersouemn slat’ be 


brought , , a8 up to the time, notwit' the 
evil of advertisements, a fe be coer aoe tee 
the experience 


teaches the name of firms that can be relied upon, and on seeing the 
names of many firms, one is at once saved the trouble of even writing 
them a postcard. Drury FREEMAN. 
9 and 10, Manor-terrace, Lea Bridge-road, Leyton, Essex, 
May 23. 








Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing. 


Restrictive Covenant—Possessory Title—Acceptauce of Less 
than Forty Years’ Title.—A restrictive covenant affecting land is 
not merely a contract, but creates an interest in the nature of a 
negative easement. Hence a person who acquires a title to land 
by possession adverse to that of the covenantor does not get 
rid of the restrictive covenant in consequence of the statutory 
extinction of the covenantor’s title. The covenant creates an over- 
riding interest, and until something is done to infringe the covenant 
and put the covenantee upon the assertion of his right, his 
title to the benefit of the covenant is not affected, and he can enforce 
it against the new possessory owner. The interest, indeed, being 
equitable, will cease so soon as there is a conveyance to a purchaser 
for valuable consideration without notice. But a purchaser from 
the possessory owner, who has been content to accept less than a 
forty years’ title, cannot rely upon want of notice, if the investigation 
of title for the full period would have revealed the existence of the 
covenant.—RE NISBET AND Ports’ Contract (C.A., Jan. 16) (54 
W. R. 286; 1906, 1 Ch. 386). 


New Trustee—Appointment of Himself by Donee of Power.— 
The statutory power of appointing new trustees contained in section 
10 (1) of the Trustee Act, 1893, empowers the surviving or continuing 
trustees, if no persons are specially nominated for the purpose by the 
trust instrument, to ‘‘ appoint another person or other persons to be 
a trustee or trustees in the place” of the deceased or retiring trustee. 
The words “another person or other persons” may mean either that 
the person appointing the new trustee is to be different from the 
trustee so appointed, or may import, what is of course obvious, 
that the person appointed is different from the person in whose 
place he is appointed. The latter meaning, notwithstanding that 
the use of the words ‘‘another” and “other” is in strictness 
needless, is perhaps the most natural reading of the provision ; but it 
has been held that the former meaning expresses the difference 
intended, and hence, when an appointment is being made under the 
statutory power, the appointor is precluded from appointing himself. 
Where there is no such disqualification introduced into the terms of the 
power itself, an appointment of himself by the donee of the power is 
not necessarily bad, though it can only be justified under exceptional 
circumstances: see Montefiore v. Guedalla (52 W. R. 151; 1903, 
2 Ch. 723).—Rz Sampson (Kekewich, J., Jan. 31) (1906, 1 Ch. 435). 








Mr. Justice Channel] has been laid up at Bodmin with a feverish cold. 
His condition is understood not to be serious, but he has been unable to sit 
to hear the election petition. Mr. Justice Grantham returned to town on 
Wednesday and sat on Thursday to try actions. 


The annual dinner of the Law Students’ Debating Society will be held 
at the Victoria Hall, Hotel Cecil, on the 28th instant, at 7.15 p.m. Mr. 
Justice Bucknill will preside. Tickets, price 6s. 6d. each, may be obtained 
from the secretary, Mr. P. B. Henderson, 24, Austin-friars (Telephone, 
1212 Wall), or from members of the committee. 


A necklace of Marie Antoinette is, says the Globe, now the cause of 
litigation before the Paris courts in si: circumstances. In 1903, Don 
Jaims de Bourbon asked M. Froment-Meurice, to find for him a buyer for 
a pearl necklace of great value which had belonged to Marie Antoinette, 
and as the agent intimated that time was necessary, the gems were placed 
with Mont-de-Piété for £2,000. Last year a person who had obtained 
knowledge of the transaction obtained release of the jewels by forging 
Don Jaime’s name and re-pledged them with MM. Pollack & Rothschild, 
the bankers, for £1,800. The forger got ten month’s imprisonment for his 
offence, and now the bankers are suing Don Jaime for their £1,800, and 
Don Jaime is suing the bankers for all the expense he has incurred in 
recovering the nec! ¥ 


The trial of election petitions is, says a writer in the Glole, a judicial 
duty that was imposed upon the j inst their will. ‘‘I have 
consulted the judges,’’ wrote Sir Alexander kburn when this addition 
to their labours was proposed, ‘‘ and I am charged by them, one and all, 
to convey to you their strong and unanimous fee ng of insuperable 
repugnance to having these new and objectionable duties cast upon 
them.’”’ One of the main ee stated by Sir Alexander Cockburn 
was that “ public confidence in the impartiality of the judges would be 
impaired.” The views of the judges had their weight with the Govern- 
ment, and the appointment of three members of the bar, each with 
salary of £2,000 a year, was papent, but eventually the original plan 
was adhered to, , on the whole, it has worked very well. It is, at any 





rate « vast improvement upon the system it superseded, 
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Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


MAYOR, &c., OF NORWICH v. NORWICH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS CO. 
No. 1. May 15th. 


TRAMWAY—DIsPuTE—REFERENCE TO ARBITRATION—DISPUTE AS TO PavING 
—Jvrispiction or Courr—Norwicn Execrric Tramways Acr, 1897 
(60 & 61 Vicr. c. ccxty.), s. 57, sus-secrion 5—Tramways Acr, 1870 
(33 & 84 Vict. c. 78); 8. 33, 

Appeal from a judgment of Phillimore, J., in favour of the plaintiffs. 
The action was brought to recover £53 13s, 10d., the cost:.of repairs to 
roadways in the city of Norwich, and for a declaration of the rights of the 
respective parties under section 57, sub-section 5, of the Norwich Electric 
Tramways Act, 1897. The defendants’ tramways were laid either in 
granite setts or in wood edged with nite setts, the roadway on either 
side being of macadam. ‘he result was that as the macadam wore 
away faster than the granite there was a descent, or drop, next 
the edge of the granite paving, the line of granite setts thus tending 
to form a guiding ridge along which wheels of vehicles ran. The 
plaintiffs contended that the defendants were bound under section 57, 
sub-section 5, of their Act to keep the junction of the surface of the two 
pavings at the same height ; whereas the defendants contended that the 
plaintiffs could only require them to keep the junction of the two surfaces 
even at the same height if the plaintiffs maimtained the surface of the 
macadam at the same height as that at which it was originally laid. 
Phillimore, J., upheld the plaintiffs’ contention and gave judgment for 
them. The defendants appealed. By section 57 of the Norwich Electric 
Tramways Act, 1897, ‘‘if the company fail to maintain and keep in good 
condition to the satisfaction of the corporation . . (5) the junction 
of the paving laid and maintained by the company with the surtace laid 
and maintained by the corporation, the corporation may, if they think fit, 
themselves . . do the work necessary for the repair and maintenance 
of the road, and the expense reasonably incurred by the corporation in so 
doing shall be repaid to them by the company with the addition of five 
per centum on such expense.”” Upon the appeal the point was taken for 
the first time that the court had no jurisdiction to entertain the action, 
because section 33 of the Tramways Act, 1870, required the dispute to be 
referred to arbitration. 

Tue Court (VaugHaN Wrttiams, Srretino, and Movtton, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. They held that, as the objection went to the 
jurisdiction of the court, it was not too late to take it on the appeal. 
Section 33 of the Tramways Act, 1870, ousted the jurisdiction of the court : 
Reg. v. Croydon and Norwood Tramways Co. (35 W. R. 299, 18 Q. B. D. 39), 
London, Chatham, and Dover Raiiway Co. v. South-Eastern Railway Co. (37 
W. R. 65, 40 Ch. D. 100), Crosfield § Sons v. Manchester Ship Canal Co. (54 
W. R. 172; 1905, A. C. 421). Then did this dispute come within section 33 
of the Act of 1870? Apart from any question whether the references in 
section 33 to ‘‘ this Act ’’ included a reference to the special Act in which 
the general Act was incorporated, the dispute in the present case was as to 
a matter expressly dealt with in the Act of 1870, and therefore section 33 
applied. The objection to the jurisdiction was therefore good, but as it 
was not taken in the court below they would not interfere with the judg- 
ment of Phillimore, J., as to the costs, which the defendants would have 
to pay, and there would be no costs of the apfiéal.—Counsri, Maemorran, 
K.U., and E. B. Weld ; Danckwerts, K.C., and Henlé. Soxicrrors, Johnson, 
Weatherall, § Sturt, for A. H, Miller, Norwich ; Crowders, Vizard, § Oldham, 
for Mslls § Reeve, Norwich. 

| Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re CADOGAN AND HANS PLACE ESTATE (No, 2) (LIM.), GRAHAM »v. 
THE COMPANY. Buckley, J. 19th May. 


Practice—ComraNny—DEBENTURE-HOLDER’s AcTion—Serrinc Down FoR 
Trit—Morion ror Jup¢mentr—Evipencr. 


This was a debenture-holder’s action brought against the a, the 
trustees of the debenture trust deed, and G. M. Turnell (on behalf of him- 
self and all other the holders of second debentures of the company). It 
came on as a short cause upon motion for judgment in the terms of agreed 
minutes which followed the common form. It was supported by an 
affidavit. It was brought on in accordance with directions given by the 
master that the action should come on without pleadings, but no directions 
had been given by him with regard to the evidence. Uounsel for the 
plaintiff submitted that no statement of claim was necessary, and referred 
to Re Pringle § Oo. (Limited) (48 Souicrrors’ Jounnat 101, W. N. 1903, 
nat! yaaa to Re Dupont (Limited) (50 Soxrcrrors’ Journnat 206, W. N. 1906, 
Pp. 14), 

Buoxiry, J.—I make the order. I adhere to the opinion which I 
expressed in Re Pringle § Co. (Limited), thatin such a case as this no state- 
ment of claim is necessary. ‘Che company appear on the motion and will 
be bound by the order made, I have consulted Kekewich J., and 
Warrington, J., and they agree with this view, and I have been informed 
that Romer, L.J., when a judge of first instance, expressed a similar view. 
| may add that I do not think that it is necessary to appoint Mr, Turnell 
to represent the debenture-holders, Order made,—CounsxL, Buckmaster, 
K.0,, and B. 4, Hall; A. G, Mathews, Soxicrrors, H. A. Graham ¢ 
Wigley; F.C. Mathews § Oo. 

[Reported by Navitte Teeaurr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 





Re CORSELLIS (DECEASED). FREEBORN v. NAPPER. Swinfen Eady,J. 
3rd May. 
Wust—I.izermmatrs Testaron—Girr tro “Att My Nzrsews anp 
Nreces ’’—Some Namep—Girr to “‘ My Brorner A. any My Sisrers 
B., C., D., anp E.””—Cuitpren or Unnamep Sister. 


Summons. The testator, who was illegitimate, by his will, dated the 
9th of January, 1872, left the residue of his property in trust for his wife 
for life, and after her death in trust for his brother Charles and his sisters 
Frances, Emily, Caroline, and Eliza. The income of Charles’ share was 
to be paid to him for life, and at his death the principal was to be divided— 
subject to a power of appointment by the wife which was not exercised— 
‘‘ equally amongst all my nephews and my nieces then living.’’ Similar 
directions were given as to nis sister Caroline's share. The testator had 
another reputed sister—Mary—who had died before the date of the will, 
leaving issue, but neither she nor her children were mentioned in the will. 
The testator died on the 7th of August, 1873 ; Caroline died on the 24th 
of April, 1874; and Charles died on the Ist of January, 1876. The 
testator’s widow died on the 22nd of April, 1905, and the question then 
arose whether Mary’s children were entitled to take in their capacity as 
reputed nephews and nieces. 

Swinren Eapy, J., said that it ap from the evidence, and was 
undisputed, that the testator and his prother and sisters had lived together. 
as one family, as if their parents had been married, and that all the 
children, including Mary, were treated by the parents as if they were 
lawful children, and were regarded by the testator as his lawful brothers 
and sisters. It was clear from these facts that the testator, in making his 
will, proceeded on the footing that his parents were lawfully married. 
Under those circumstances he was of opinion that Hill v. Crook (22 W. R. 
137, 6 H. L. 265) was directly applicable, and that all the 
nephews and nieces took, although some reputed brothers and sisters and 
nephews and nieces only had been mentioned in the will.—CounssL, 
Elphinstone; T. L. Wilkinson; Peterson; Manning; Vaughan Hawkins ; 
Cavanagh. Soxicrrors, ZT. W. Coventon, for Brown § Elmhirst, York; 
Indermaur § Brown, for Cardens, Brighton; W. J. Homewood. 


[Reported by R. E. V. Bax, Esq,, Barrister-at-Law. ) 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


LUMSDEN v. SHIPCOTE LAND PROPERTY CO. C.A. No. 2 
18th May. 
So.icrror—Br1t or Costs —AMENDMENT—ALTERATIONS—Omussions—APFTER 
Vexpict—TaxaTion—Rererence—Souicirors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict 
c. 73), 8. 37. 


The Solicitors Act, 1843, s. 37, provides: ‘‘ From and after the passing 
of this Act no attorney or solicitor shall commence or maintain 
any action or suit for the recovery of any fees, charges, or disbursements 
for any business done until the expiration of one month after 
such attorney or solicitor shall have delivered unto the party to 
be charged therewith . . a bili of such fees, charges, and disburse- 
ments . . . And upon the application of the party chargeable by such 
bill within such month it shall be lawful . . forany judge . . . 
to refersuch bill . . to be taxed and settled by the proper officer 
- » «3 and in case no application as aforesaid shall be made within 
such month as aforesaid then it shall be lawful for such reference to be 
made as aforesaid upon the application of the party chargeable 
by such bill .; and such court or judge may restraim such attorney 
or solicitor . . from commencing or prosecuting any action or suit 
touching such demand pending such reference. . . Provided always 
that no such reference as aforesaid shall be directed upon an application 
made by the party chargeable with such bill after a verdict shall nave been 
obtained . . in any action for the recovery of the demand of such 
attorney or solicitor . . . except under special circumstances to be 
proved to the satisfaction of the court or judge to whom the application 
tor such reference shall be made. . . . And im caseany such reference 
as aforesaid shall be made . 
sixth part than the bill delivered . . i 
shall such costs.’’ ‘This was an appeal from the judgment of 
Ridley, J. ‘he plaintiff was a solicitor, and was a co-adventurer with the 
defendants in a certain venture. He performed professional services for 
the venture and was requested to make his charges as low as possibie. 
He accordingly, on the 18th of January, 1904, sent im a bill of cests 
£192 10s, 10d., having intentionally omitted certain items in order to 
in with the wishes of his co-adventurers, The defendants then 
liability on the ground that the work had been done merely 
adventurer. Thereu the plaintiff, on the 16th of July, 19v4, 
an amended bill of costs for £673 2s. l0d., which included 
omitted from the first bill. Subsequently he brought an action on 
and the defendants (for the purposes of this appeal) pleaded (1) 
retainer or no work done under the retainer; (2) no action would lie on 
second bill of costs, U the trial of the action counsel agreed that the 
jury should only try the issue of liabihty and not the issue as to quantum. 
‘Lhe jury returned their verdict for the plaintiff, whereupon counsel for the 
plaintiff asked leave, if leave were necessary, to bring in the second bill ot 
costs for taxation, ‘The judge said that if leave were necessary he should 
refuse it, as he considered under all the cirqumstances of the case the first 
bill should be brought ia for taxation. From this decision the plaintiff 
appealed, Counsel for the appellant contended that there was no rule 
law which prevented a solicitor from a yenger oy bill of costs hy iucreas 
ing it or decreasing it bend Ade prior to aa for taxation or threat 
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s (34 Beav. 177). He did so at his own risk, as it 
be taxed off one-sixth if unfairly increased. 
a rule that after order for taxation or threat of taxation 


ree 
F 
2 
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@ solicitor would not be allowed to amend his bill (Re Heather, 5 Ch. App. 
694), a rule which had its inni in Loveridge v. Botham (1 B. & P. 49) ; 
see also May v. Anderson (2 B. & P. 237). Wherever the solicitor decreased 
his bill to avoid the dangers of taxation the court would not allow the 
amendment : Re Thompson (30 Ch. D. 441). Counsel for the respondent con- 
tended that a solicitor is bound: by his bill once deliv : Re Carven 


(8 Beav. 436). All the cases go to shew that a bill may only be amended 
if error due to mistake or fraud. The fact that there had been an order 
for taxation was not material: Re Heather. A bill might be taxed after 
: Re Woollett (12 M. & W. 504). The appellant could not succeed 
because the judge only refused leave to tax if leave were necessary. 


Tas Oovret (Vavenan Writs, Srirniuinc, and Movtron, L.JJ.) 
allowed the k 
Vavuenan Wriuiums, L.J., in the course of his ju ent, said he did 


not say that before verdict the respondent might have taken out a 
summons to tax the first bill. He did not do so. The judge might 
have taken the view that the bill had been increased to minimize the 
— of having one-sixth taxed off. The respondents, however, went to 
ial, and after the verdict the judge could not order the bill to be sent to 
the taxing-master to be taxed under the statute 1843 ; he could only refer 
it to ascertain the quantum, as in the case of any other reference 
when the quantum was to be ascertained. He would act under the 
general jurisdiction of the court to refer to a referee. The taxing- 
master act as a referee, not as a taxing-master, but he would 
make use of his experience of the rules of taxation. It would be open to 
the respondent to make use of the first bill as evidence of what the pro 
should be. Though not necessary to the decision, he thought that 
under such a reference the rule that if one-sixth be taxed off the solicitor 
must pay the costs of the taxation would not apply. 

Srimine, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Movuttox, L.J.—The point was raised whether it was open to a 
solicitor to correct a bill once it was delivered, or whether he was bound 
by a bill once delivered, so that he could not amend his claim. A solicitor 
was only a person doing professional work, but he differed from other 

lessional men in that he was under the Solicitors Act and under the 
isciplinary power of the court, being an officer of thecourt. Now, if there 
were principle of law that he could not amend his claim once it was 
i in the form of a bill, it must be by virtue of one of these two 
things to which he had referred, because it could not be doubted that an 
architect, for example, could amend his bill. It could not be a conse- 
quence of the statute, because if so the court would have no power to 
permit a solicitor in any case to send in an amended bill. It must be, then, 
under the disciplinary power of the court. But giving the best considera- 
tion he could to the many authorities cited in argument, he could see no 
reason to think that the court had ever taken up, in his eyes, so unjust a 
position as to say that a solicitor might not amend his claim. He could 
see that if the taxation had been applied for, or threatened, the court might 
have considered it too late for the solicitor to amend his claim, because 
taxation was a right of the client granted to check exorbitant demands. 
Where no taxation had been demanded or threatened, he could see no 
reason why the court should forbid a solicitor boné fide to amend his claim, 
and he could not find in any case that they had made it a practice to 
80. @ solicitor sent in a bill, and then a second, it seemed to 
him that he was in the same position as any other m. The first bill 
would be evidence against aS eee ae right in that -bill. 
In his opinion the in Archbold’s i Chitty (9th ed.), 


113, exactly described the position of a client who had received a corrected 
bill : on delivery of a bill is strong evidence i an increase of 
charge, 


ve evidence against any additional items.’’ The value 
vered bill was an evidential value, and it was of no 
in a case where the bill was delivered in an amended form 
application for taxation or threat of taxation.—CovnszL, 
, K.C., and Newbolt ; Waugh, K.C., and Adair Roche. Soxicrrors, 
& Stokes, for J. G. Aitchison, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; King, Wigg, § O., 
Keonlyside & Forster, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 


[Reported by Mavzice N. Davcgves, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


remumpalve © bill, for any of the items contained in the first 


SE 
H 


f 
F 


hk 


ne 


Re BLAIR & GIRLING. C.A.No.1. 14th May. 


Costs—Taxation—Soriciron sawp Ciient—Diseunsement 1n Britt or 
Costs—Ap vaLonem Stamp Dury Payasitz on Recreation or Company 
mw Respect or CariraL. 


This was an by Mesers Blair & Girling, a firm of solicitors, from 
refusal of ,3., to review a taxation of costs. The solicitors, 
having been retained by the promoter of a company to act in the formation 
and of the company, paid the valorem stamp duty —viz , 
£150—which was payable under section 112 of the Stamp Act, 1891, as 
amended by section 7 of the Finance Act, 1899, on the stration of the 
i i i included the sum of £150 in their 

bill of coste as 2 disbursement, on taxation the question arose 
whether they had rightly so included it, or whether, on the other 
hand, they to have carried it to their cash account. The incidence 


F 


ot the the taxation depended on whether this sum was included or 
excluded. The po goad disallowed the item, and accordingly 
directed that the solicitors should pay the costs of the taxation. 6 
solicitors took in an objection to the disallowance by the taxing-master 


of the sum of £150, contending that the payment was made by them in 
i too by them, which they were 





—-< their professional duty underta 
to perform, and also that in 


accordance with aa opiuion published | 


by the Inco: ted Law Society the payment in question was sanctioned 
as @ professional peyment by the general and established custom and 
practice of the profession. The answer of the taxing-master to the objection 
was as follows: ‘‘In my opinion, this point is governed by Re Kingdon ¢ 
Wilson (1902, 2 Ch, 242). The ad valorem duty in this case is a stamp duty 
originally imposed by the Stamp Act, and since twice increased + the 
Finance Acts of 1896 and 1899, and the solicitor is acting as agent for his 
client in paying this sum and not as solicitor. The amount is very large, 
and, as might not unreasonably be expected, the inclusion or exclusion of 
this large sum governs the incidence of the costs of this taxation, and such 
a result as was pointed out in Re Kingdon ¢ Wilson is undesirable. The 
_— of the Law Society to which I have been referred was given before 
the case of Re Kingdon § Wilson was decided, and I cannot think either that 
by the words ‘ Tr fees’ therein referred to the committee of the 
society intended to ude an ad valorem duty of this description, and I 
cannot come to the conclusion either that a payment of this sort comes 
within the certificate given by the taxing-masters in Re Remnant (11 Beav. 
603, 613) referred to in Re Kingdon § Wilson. This case is also somewhat 
out of date as regards modern practice, and, even if the item comes within 
the language of the certificate I have referred to, which I do not think it 
does, it certainly does not come within its spirit. I, therefore, overrule the 
objection, and, in my opinion, the solicitors should pay not only the 
costs of the reference, but the costs of the application for taxation.” 
Channell, J., having refused to review the taxation, the solicitors appealed. 
The Court of Ap thought fit to consult the taxing-masters as to the 
practice, and the taxing-masters made the following report or certificate : 
‘In compliance with your lordships’ directions, the taxing-masters beg 
respectfully to state that the practice as to the payments by a solicitor 
proper to be included in his bill of costs remains the same as it was 
certified to be in Re Remnant. For a time the practice in the taxing- 


office was unsettled by the decision in Re Lamb (23 Q.B.D.5), but the . 


Court of Ap in Re Kingdon § Wilson restored the practice, and in 
Re Buckwell § Berkeley (1902, 2 Ch. 596) confirmed it on what the taxing- 
masters venture to think are the proper lines and in accordance with the 
ordinary business relations between a solicitor and his client. The taxing- 
masters are of opinion that the duties payable on registration of a joint 
stock company in respect of its capital is not an ordinary professional 
disbursement such as a solicitor can be required by his client to make. 
He is not bound to find the money, but if he does, the disbursement is 
properly and usually included in his cash account, and not in his bill of 
costs. The taxing-masters certify that this is and has been the practice 
and custom in cases coming before the taxing-masters, and the cases where 
a solicitor has sought to introduce the amount into his bill of costs are 
extremely rare. The inclusion of the amount in the bill of costs would in 
most cases throw the costs of taxation in any event on the client, and in 
such cases would impose on the clienta tax of £2 10s. per cent. on the duty, 
that being the taxing fee on a bill of costs ; while, if the amount is in the 
cash account as a receipt, the taxing fee is 1s. per cent.”’ 

Tue Covrt (VavcHAN Wii1ams, Sriruinc, and Movu.ron, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Vaucuan Wiurams, L.J., was of opinion that the certificate of the 

ing-masters was substantially right. Primé facie the payment in 

question was not a professional disbursement, and the appellants had 
failed to prove any custom which established that as between solicitor 
and client this disbursement was properly included in a bill of costs. 

Srreuine and Mouton, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, Gore- Browne, K.C., 
and Norman Craig ; Montague Lush, K.C., and H. M. Giveen. Soxicrrors, 
Blair § Girling ; Statham, Rose, § Co. 

[Reported by F. G. Rucxer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, | 


CLARE v. JOSEPH. Div. Court. 23rd May. 


So.icrroxk—Costs AGREEMENT IN WriTrNc—OrAL AGREEMENT—SOLICITORS 
Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vicr. c. 28), s. 4. 


This was an appeal from the Southwark County Court. The action was 
to recover the sum of £14 03. 4d., being money had and received by the 
defendant, a solicitor, for use of the plaintiff, his client, and raised an 
important point under section 4 of the Solicitors Act, 1870, The defend- 
ant acted as solicitor on behalf the plaintiff in an action of Clare v. 
Shepherd, upon a written agreement that if the action was successful the 
client should pay no costs to the solicitor, leaving him to recover his costs 
from the losing party to the action, but if the action was lost, then the 
client should only pay to the solicitor such costs as he would 
have been paid the action been successful, Subsegneetly the 
solicitor acted in a second action Clare v. Hawkins, and the client alleged 
that he had entered into an oral agreement in respect to the question 
of charge on the same basis as the written agreement which subsisted 
in res to the first action. Issue was joined, and the question aes | 
been left to the jury, the jury found that the alleged oral agreement h 
been entered into in fact. Counsel for the defendant asked the jndse to 
enter judgment for the defendant, as the oral ent could not be 
relied upon in view of section 4 of the Act of 1870. The judge, however, 
entered judgment for the plaintiff, with leave to appeal. Section 4, so far 
as is material, is as follows: ‘‘ An attorney or solicitor may make an agree- 
ment in writing with his client the amount and manner of pay- 
mentfor . . services, fees, c , or disbursements in respect of 
business done or tobe done . . . either at the same or at a greater or 
at @ less rate as or than the rate at which he would otherwise be entitled to 
be remunerated.”” Counsel for the appellant argued that the plain mean- 
ing of the section was that the agreement must be in writing. It could 
not be said that only the client could take advantage of the provision, 
because the section dealt with an agreement for a less rate, which evidently 
referred to an agreement in writing which the client could enforce. The 
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intention to be gathered from the Act is stated by the Master of the Rolls 
in Re Fernandes (22 Soricrrors’ Journat 348). There is a contrary opinion 
in the earlier case of Jennings v. Johnson (L. R. 8 C. P. 426), but in that 
case the words of the section do not appear to have been adequately 
prought to the notice of the court, [He also referred to Re E. D. Lewis (L. R. 
2 Q. B. 724), Re Owen (52 L. T. 629), and Re Thompson (1894, 1 Q. B. el 
Counsel for the respondent contended that, in the event that had happen 
—that is, the action being successful, the client had to pay the solicitor no 
costs, aud hence the case came directly within the decision of Jennings v. 
Johnson, which decided that an agreement to pay a solicitor no costs need 
not be in writing as it was not within the statute. Bovill, C.J., in that 
case clearly intimated that the object of the Act was to allow the solicitor 
to claim more than the usual fee, but only if he could shew an agreement 
in writing ; that is to say, he considered the section was framed to protect 
the client. And this was the intention of all the legislation ‘which dealt 
with the relations between solicitor and client as regards costs. If it were 
otherwise it would be the duty of the solicitor to warn his client that an 

ement must be in writing when the agreement was, as in this case, 
favourable to the client. 

Tx Covrr (Ripiey and Darure, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Riptey, J., held that Johnson v. Jennings did notapply, because although 
in one event the agreement was that no costs should be paid, yet in 
another event costs would be paid, and the agreement was not severable. 
Secondly, he held that the agreement must be in writing. There was 
nothing in the section which shewed an intention to favour only the client, 
infact, the words dealing with a rate ‘‘less’’ than the ordinary scale 
pointed to the direct opposite, and this view was confirmed by the strong 
observations in Re Fernandes. 

Daruine, J., concurred.—Counset, Ricardo; Simon. Sottcrrors, Hyam 
Joseph ; Washington. 

[Reported by Maurice N. Drucgusr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Societies. ! 
The Law Society. 


Total attendances on Council and committees from the 11th of May, 
1905, to the 16th of May, 1906, inclusive, but excluding attendances on 
Discipline Committee : 





Name. Council. Committees. Name. Council. Committees. 

Mr. Attlee ... s 2: Mr. Marshall  . _ 
» Barker... one, ae 132 », Mathews Ri _ 
» Beale ... oo? 32 | 9» Milne ... vey 1 
» Bischoff onan 20 | yy Morrell . 9 7 
— - — 34 | ,, Pennington .. 31 74 
», Bristow — 30 | ,, Rawle... soe «696 86 
5 Baan... an 6 | Sir A. K. Rollit ... 17 8 
» Dawes... od ae 5 | Mr. Samson i 33 
» Ellett ... or 17 | y, Taylor... ms 42 
» Fladgate oe ae 61 | ,, Trower ace > On 60 
», Foster . i ae 7 | 9 Waiters os ae 3 
Sir H. Fowler 3 1” | ,, Wightman’... 7 1 
Mr. Garrett op 6 | 5, Winterbotham 29 31 
», Gillett... cans ae 41 | ,, Witham is 6 
» Godden 32 67 | Extraordinary Members 

o9 GERY ave ae oe 24 | of the Cotwicil. 
Sir John Gray Hill 14 12 |} Mr. W. C.M. Adam 11 1 
Mr. Gribble we 8 28 | ,, J.B.Carslake 5 ~- 
Sir John Hollams... 25 21 | ,, F.F.Cartwright 4 
Mr. Humfrys ie 3 | 95 Gb SAND 06 7 1 
» Johuson ae 54 | oa T. Eggar ooo. 16 13 
» S.H. King ... 28 28 » HE. H. Fraser... 15 1 
» W.G. King ... 27 52 | », C.E.Longmore 21 15 
SS cle ae 24 », R. Pybus ere 4 
» Manisty cae: 3 | ,, F.P. Rhodes... — -- 
» Margetts .. 9 4 | ,, ©. E. Stevens... 18 12 


Total attendances on Discipline Committee from the 12th of May, 1905, 
to the 10th of May, 1906, inclusive : 





Mr. Beale... a sie ... 52] Mr. Morrell on aes nk 
» Budd... vie ia ... 49} ,, Walters ses ne segs a 
» Ellett... iis ie «» 12) ,, Witham bes Bee eit: Tae 
» Manisty ... eee sve 25 | 





Society of City and Borough Clerks of the Peace. 


The fourteenth annual meeting of the above society was held at the 
Town Hall, Hull, on the 17th instant, Dr. Harnerr Woopnovss, Clerk of 
the Peace for Hull, the President, in the chair. 

Various subjects, including the Aliens Act, 1905, the Payment of Jurors 
Bill, 1906, the Criminal Appeal Bill, 1906, the Deputy Clerks of the Peace 
Bill, 1906, extension of jurisdiction of quarter sessions, and points of 
practice were discussed. 

The officers elected for the ensuing year were: President, Sir Samuel 
G. Johnson, Nottingham; vice-president and treasurer, Mr. A. Copson 
Peake, Leeds; hon. secretary, Mr. Francis Ogden, Manchester, Com- 
mittee : Messrs, J. Binney, Sheffield ; H. Brevett, Wolverhampton ; W, H. 
Duignan, Walsall ; F. B. Harris, Nottingham ; J. Routlidge, Pontefract ; 

» Herbert Woodhouse, Hull ; and Mr, $ Gibson Youll, Newcastle-upon- 

ne, 





Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society.. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 

The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 2nd and 3rd of 
May, 1906: 

Ashby, Ernest Arthur 


Astbury, Thomas Leslie 
Beaumont, William . 


MclIiquham, Clinton Gilbert 


Bolton, Hugo Henry Neynor Moore, Donald G 

Brooks, Seville Wilson Msimang, Richard William 

Brown, Philip Johnson Mullock, Charles Goss 

Browne, Michael Ernest Parry-Jones, Gerald 

Collyer, Norman Perry, Arthur Vivian 

Curzon-Hope, Richard Preston, Francis Noel Dykes 

Dalbiac, Herbert Charles Price, Lionel Lewis 

Daw, Stuart Broughall Price, Montague Wilshear 
e-Simmons, Cyril Price, Walter H 

Eade, Christopher Aylmer Rollinson, Ed Howard 

Evans, Lewis Noel Vincent Rose, Ernest 

Evans, Walter Vaughan Rowley, Charles Vernon 

Eyre, Charles Sale, Richard Lander 


Field, David 

Fielding, Herbert Hilton 
Forster, Percival Armorer 
Hadaway, Albert Victor Leopold 
Hall, Ernest Jesse 

Harvey, Frederick William 
Jamison, Arthur William 


Smith, David 

Smith, Oswald Fryer 
Summerson, Herbert Walker 
Thompson, Henry Ayscough 


Jeans, Gerald Mark Wade, Edwin George Bathurst 
Jones- Williams, William Walker, Edward Fanshawe 
Longcroft, Thomas Roy Webster, Arthur Anderton 


Lyus, Arthur Ormiston Wilmer, Douglas Horsford 





Sir James Vaughan. 


The death is announced of Sir James Vaughan, formerly a magistrate at 
Bow-street. He was educated at Worcester College, Oxford, and was 
called to the bar in 1839. In 1864 he was appointed magistrate of the 
police-court at Bow-street. He received the honour of knighthood in: the 
year of the Diamond Jubilee, and retired from his work at Bow-street in 
1899. At the close of the day’s business at Bow-street Court Mr. Marsham, 
the presiding magistrate, referred to Sir James Vaughan’s death. He said 
that Sir James was a most painstaking and careful magistrate—firm in 
punishing the guilty and extremely kind and considerate to those who 
applied to him for assistance. decisions were almost universally 
approved of, and were hardly ever upset. 


Mr. H. T. Brown. 


Mr. Henry Thomas Brown, solicitor, of Chester, died last week at th 
age of 72 years. He was admitted in 1855, and at the time of his 
was senior partner in the firm of Brown & Dobie. He was an alderman 
of the city and had twice served the office of mayor, and was Colonel o 
the 1st Cheshire and Carnarvonshire Artillery Volunteers. 


Mr. H. C. Morris. 


We regret to record the death of Mr. Howard Carlile Morris, solicitor. 
He was the son of Mr. William Morris, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, 
was admitted a solicitor in 1872, and subsequently practised at No. 2, 
Walbrook, in the City of London, where he won a high reputation for skill 
as a conveyancing and commercial solicitor. He was elected a member of 
the City Corporation in 1884, and in 1901 became-an alderman. He was 
master of the Fanmakers’ Company. 


oad 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Joun Hunt and Watrer Epwarp Basksrvitts Waxtoy, solicitors (Aplin 
& Walton), Banbury. March 21. The said John Hunt will continue to 
carry on the said business under the style or firm of Aplin, Hunt, & Co. 

Gazette, May 18, 

James Auten and Exnast Auten, solicitors (Allen & Edwards), 6, Great 
Winchester-street, London. May 12. 

ALexanpeR Pops and Heraaer Reveen Baan, solicitors (Pope & Bean), 
Grecian-chambers, Devereux-court, Temple, London. April 28. Such 
business will be carried on in the future by the said Ale ler Pope. 

James Brarpwoop Brexnusex and Laonst. Henry Barnxarp, solicitors 
(Vallance, Birkbeck, & Barnard), Lombard House, ¢ -yard, Lombard- 
street, London. March 31, foasette, May 22, 
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General. 


Mr. Justice Bray will be the Whitsun Vacation Judge. 


In our article last week on ‘“‘ Copyright in Arrangement of Letters of the 
Alphabet ”’ we cited the case of Bradbwry v. Beeton and gave a reference to 
the Lato Journal for it. A correspondent draws our attention to the fact 
that a very full report of the case may be found in 18 W. R. 33. He adds 
that the Daily News of the 10th of December, 1869, contained a report of 
an application by the proprietors of the Zimes to restrain the issue of a 

under the.name of the Clerkenwell News and London Times, in which 
case the defendants submitted. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. M’Hugh asked the Prime 
Minister whether the Government proposed to introduce legislation 
amending the laws relating to committals for contempt of court; and 
whether he could state approximately when such legislation would be 
introduced. Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman replied: I am afraid I cannot 
givea pledge as to the introduction of legislation for amending the laws 
re to committals for contempt of court; but, as the hon. member is 
aware, my right hon. friend the Attorney-General for Ireland has admitted 
that there is a case for legislation, and I can assure him that the Govern- 
ment will not lose sight of the matter. 


A lawsuit brought by the Cherokee Indians inst the 
United States Government for the payment of the expenses involved in the 
removal of the Cherokees from the Eastern States to Indian Territory 
more than half a century ago, has been decided by the Supreme Court in 
favour of the Indians, who will now receive the sum of £900,000. Of this, 
15 per cent , or £135,000, will be paid to the lawyer representing their 
interests—a fee which is supposed to be the largest ever paid an individual 
lawyer for services before the highest American tribunal. The Boston 
Evening Transeript, which makes this announcement, adds that the Indian 
Territory has furnished several instances of huge legal fees, and recalls a 
case not long ago in which two lawyers representing the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Indians received £150,000. 


Mr. Luke Jesson Sharp, official receiver in bankruptcy for the 
Birmingham district, is, says the Times, about to retire. He has attained 
the age of sixty-five, and the Board of Trade has called upon him to retire 
upon superannuation. Mr. Sharp, who is still in vigorous health, was 
—— when Mr. Chamberlain was President of the Board of Trade, in 
1883. When the —_ hon. gentleman was framing his Bankruptcy Act, 
he applied to the then judge of the county court, Mr. James Motteram, 
Q.C., for the name of an accountant who would be in a position to supply 
him with some of the information he needed, and Mr. 8 *s name was 
forwarded. Mr. Chamberlain has never failed to acknowledge that he 
received valuable assistance from Mr. Sharp, than whom few gentlemen 
have a wider knowledge of the bankruptcy laws. 


Quite a number of international questions were, says the Law Magazine 
and Review, dealt with by the Scottish courts during the last quarter. In 
one of them an interesting question was raised as to the effect of inter- 

i between persons domiciled in England and Scotland 
wely. In Westerman v. Schwab and Others (43 8. L.' R. 161), 
the husband was Scotch while the lady was English. Previous to her 
marriage, which took place in England, Mrs. Westerman had executed a 
will ing with her personal estate. After her marriage she went with 
her husband to Aberdeen, where, after a few years of married life, she died 
without issue. Her husband died a month afterwards withont leaving a 
settlement, and without having made confirmation of his wife’s estate. 
There was no question as to the right of the husband’s representatives to 
one-half of the wife’s estate as jus relicti, but in regard to the remaini 
half a competition arose between the legatees under the wife’s will, 
executed while she was a spinster, and the wife’s next-of-kin. The next- 
of-kin founded upon the Wills Act, s. 18, which provides that ‘“ every will 
made by a man or woman shall be revoked by his or her marriage.”’ On 
the other hand, the legatees argued that as the Wills Act does not apply to 
Scotland, and as the lady by the very fact of her marriage became a i- 
ciled Scotewoman, the English rule of implied revocation was excluded, and 
the Scottish rule, which does not imply revocation except in a question with 
children took its place. In the sheriff court where the case originated, the 
sheriff-substitute found the will valid notwithstanding the subsequent 
marriage. The sheriff, on appeal, reversed and found the will revoked by 
the marriage, while on further a _ the Court of Session reverted to the 
view of the sheriff-substitute, ch in the opinion of the Lord President 
was ‘well in these words; “‘It is the law of the testatrix’s 
domicile at time of her death that determines the validity of the will. 
The testatrix died a Scotchwoman. .. . No doubt if the testatrix 
here had married an Englishman the will would have been ipso facto 
revoked as if it had never been, and could not have been resuscitated even 
though she afterwards acquired a Scottish domicile. But the case here is 
different. The act that would otherwise have revoked the will exempted 
the testatrix from the provisions of the revoking statute.’’ The case is 
further interesting on aceount of the detailed examination the Lord 
President and Lord Kinnear of the somewhat difficult case of stalan ¥. 
Loustalan (L. R. 1900, P. 211). 








To Execvrors.—Vatvations von Prorate.—Mesers. Watherston & Son, 

Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 

from HKegent-strect to Burlington-gardens Bond-street), 

London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 

Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—{Avvr.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reaisteass 1x ATTENDANCE ON 






















Date Emercenox Appzau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
, Rota, No. 2. KeExewicg. Farweut., 
Monday, May..........28 Mr. Theed Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farmer 
Tuesda: 29 W. Leach Jackson Theed King 
Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Friday, UME ....scse eooo King Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Boucriry. Joyo. Swinren Eapy. Warameroy, 
.-+-28 Mr. Carrington Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfre: Mr. Jackson 
te 29° ‘Beal Church R. Leach Pemberton 
Wednesday 30 Carrington Greswell Godfrey Beal 
Thursday ... sia Beal, Church R. Leach Carrington 
Friday, June ....c0ce.00 1 Carrington Greswell Godfrey R. Leach 


The Whitsun Vacation will commence on Saturday, the 2nd day of June, and terminate 
on Tuesday, the 5th day of June, 1906, both days inclusive. 





Circuits of the Judges. 


The following judge will remain in town: Pxrtumore, J., during the 
whole of the Circuits ; the other judges till their respective commission days, 

Noricr.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be taken on the 
first working day ; in other cases the note — to the name of the 
Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil Business will not be 
taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which two judges go there will be 
no alteration in the old practice. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Tunapar, May 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTep in CHANCERY. 


Barcow Brewery, Liurrep—Creditors are uired, on or before aoe 16, to send their 
names and ad: , and the 44 debts and Hugh Limebeer, 
65, London wall. Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, csievn dor liquiiaten” 

Catania Evecraic Ligutine anp Tramways Go, Linrrep —Creditors are required, on or 
before June 26, to their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 

Allan John Lawson, 4, ‘, Saige ter, Westminster. Guscotte & Fowler, York 
Adelphi, solors for liquida 

Bim Mexcantite Bark, , ee —Creditors are required, one = before June 23, 

. to send their names and addresses, and of their debts or claims, to 
William Arthur Addinsell, 4, Corbet ct, urch st 

Fiasatyre Co, a (ux Lraurp.tiox) —Creditors | mouuteet, on or before July 
send their names and addresses, and the their debts or claims, to 
Phillips Tomes, 1 17, Devonshire chmbrs, Bishopsgate } Without 
Licamrs Co, LiurtzEp—Creditors are required, on on or before July 3, to send their names and 
addresses, and the to Thomas George 


rs of their debts or claims, to Shuttleworth, 
Boyal Insurance Dane, Omen st, Sheffield. Webster & Styring, 


Sheffield, solors for 
=F Vioroasaans Peepmnannes Soomee, aengnn Ppe re b ey Fd or 
send their names an dresses, and — ir debts or 

daims, to William Arthur Addinsell, 4, Corbet st, Gracechurch the articular 
Maycuzstzr Lanovarrs’ Dweiuines Co, Limrrep—Creditors on or before 
o~ to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of ee aebes or dain, 

Halsall, 45, Spring gins, Manchester 

Pe AnD Cukam Brick anp Ti. Wonks, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 16, to send their names addresses, and claims, 
to arthur Kawin Preston, 6, London wall. Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, solors for 


Usrtzp Enaixzenine Co, Fy are woruioal. on VA, before July 10, to send 
pames or claims, to Robert 


their and addresses, and 9 qestioutnns ‘oS their debts 
Dormond Munro, 20 and 21, PA - 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette. priate = 11. 


Aviau, Hewny Srerucn, Bristol June 22 Co, Bristol 

Ayprnson, Estars Anne, Rishton, Lancs ie Balin & Co, Clitheroe 

Ayprrson, Jonn, Grindleton, Yorks July 9 Balawin Clitheroe 

matty Fanny Frevp, East Sheen June7 Pears & bo, yoo st 

‘? big? a mews, High st, Bioomsbury, Farrier June 24 Hamp, Southamp- 

Banstow, Lewis Tons Lithcham, Exmouth June2l Wood, Finsbury sq 

ome * Jamrs Housrtox, Gosforth, Northumberland, Provision Importer June23 Gee, 

upon 
Beit, Wittiam ALLAN, Thornhill cres, Barnsbury Jyne 15 Cartwright & Cunningham 
Paternoster row 

BLATHRRWICK, JouN, Sheffield June 16 Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 

peers, Wixuiam, Cheetham, Manchester, Bricklayer May 29 Thomson, Manchester 
-? ny Groner, Glasslyn rd, Crouch End June 12 Redfern & Hunt, 


June 26 yi & Holdich, Hull 
ord June 8 Waddilove & Johnson, Knightrider st 


Bourcuzr, Dewan, Croydon June 15 Dewey, Basinghall st 

Capmay, Jonn Heaton, Ackworth, nr Pont fenct June 13 Steward, Leeds 

CampseLy, Iver, Oldham, Lancs June 23 Ascroft & Co, Oldham 

SAPEL, Rey WILLIAM Rawzins, Bournemouth June 15 & Francis, Bournemouth 

CorxeitL, Joum, Liverpool, Team Owner June 12 Penketh ®& Co, Liverpool 

wren, Sas Rev Bsoixato, DD, Hereford rd, Bayswater June 15 Blake & Co, 
t’s inn, e 

Davsayay Euiza Hopson, Charlton Kings, Cheltenham June 30 Turner & Co, 


Mag x Heapent Oaxeey, Rosslea, Row, Dambarton May 31 Ballantyne 


Foerrn, Euiza Anxr, Halifax ~~ 30 Jubb & Co, , Malthe 
Exiey, yo rise Junel Barlow & Fenchurch st 
Goutpex, Epwarp hag June 9 pies & Furey, _ ON 
Gazzx, noun Wiitiax, pl, Finsbury, General Dealer June Mills, Bishope- 


gate 
Gazcory, Jonx, Melksham, Wilts, Farmer <~ 2 Melksham 
Hanaison, W: Wittiam Hewaer, Clitheroe, coemaon duly 8 - ein San, Citasne 
- Hzwprnsox, Benxagp, Mark in June 12 Gatchett & Co, Mark 
Hewert, Joun, Ferrers ———_ Jul «'Glies, Launbeth ra 
Hostins, Rev Aaravn, ve, a. a 19 a Linooln’s inn fields 
soumaon, Aonzs, ag al June9 Powell, Pocklington 
peg Maxoare land “ahs 10 Smith, South Shields 
=, Joux Fuancts Elm Park gdns wy 1 Tolhurst & Co, Gravesend 
LE GHT, —¥ , Lancs May Titcomb, Colne 
Ly iy Portman , *, 16 Syrett & Sons, Fiusb 
Macizan, Seamea oun, 8t Temes &, Civil Engineer June 20 phy Leach, 


jury cireus 
Matrox, aw, Scarborough, Brick Manufacturer June9 Hick & Son, 
Maxeie AnD Weat B une 
ed Bani ante ya aay ts bag Smeg June 12 Ricoard & Son, South 


Brown, Matitpa, Gt Grimsb 
Browx1Na, ze Epxonp, 





une 10 
BRILL, JOBRP! wn, Lancs, vee : ton ingt 
pment Jane, — iia May 28 White & ™ 
Moons, Kpwin, Warwick, Brewer May 0M 


Moantson, Exiza, , Birmingham J Pies sen 
Mrnons, Tuomas Basxervittz, Aberedw, ye ae ar 1 Burch & Co, Spring 
Bwe.L, Freeman, Gt Yarmouth, Woollen Aagprey. Lincoln os any 


Ouprigup, Jutiawa Mania Louisa Anerley 
Orraynzruen, Wittiam, Ewell Castle, Ev Ewell, sono, Rea al Chemist June 23 
tman. t 








DALL, CHARLES DERICK, sen, Handsw , Birmingham 
Beiourwsacu, Oat Avourm, Fen ct, Fenchurch st, Merchant JuneS Rehder & Higgs, 


Rowan, Busasa, Liverpool Junel2 Gradwell & Co, Li peel 

fom, Buias, Léverpoo) Lévespost, & rerpoo, Bhip’ ” ~~ - June a Lamb Oo, Liverpool 

LP . une '. Clemen: . Stran 
Suirn, Euizassta, Blackpool June 4 wall Wallgate, Wigan on , 








Surre, Toomas May, i Liverpool, Brewer Junei5 Bremner & Co. 
Senwane, Joux Cusaues, Gosforth, Northumberland May3i Chartres & Youll Now 


Gwin teases, Hortield, Gossex June 9 Beeching & Gon, Tunbelige Wells 
‘Tyrer , 
Cross, Essex, 


BLLESLEY, HexsertT 
& Davidson, Lime st 
Westcorr, Cuarzes Rosset, Exeter Junell RT&H Exeter 
Wiis, Jane. Flint June 18 Booey & 
Winrsnseiit, Hawwan; New Wortley, Leeds May 31 Render, 
Wooprow, Mary, Gt Gt Yarmouth Ma ~~ Burton "x Gt Ya 
Wooprow, Erzanor, Gt Yarmouth y17 Burton& Gt Yarmouth 


Worpixcuam, Fanny, Catford June 24 Dod & Co, Berners st 
London Gazetée.—Tursvay, May 15. 


Auuzw, Mary Arn, Palace houses, Kensington gins July 16 Benjamin, Coleman st 

Bacon, Cuagvorrs, Priest Bridge, Barnes June 1i Fawoett, Finsbury pymt 

Bartzy, Mancaset, Horwich, Lancs 4 11 Scholes, 

Baxer, Henry, A’ .Mon June Morgan & Co, Cardiff 

Boagp, Joszrs Taomas, Wi lisbridge, Bitton, = June 30 Broad & Lewis, Bristol 

Bravugy, Taomas, York June 30 ‘Wood, ¥: 

Dunsistoux, CHARLES Henpert Oakey, ‘Rouiea, Row Row, Dumbarton May 3i Bannatyae 
, Glasgow 

Daxwarer, ApELarpr, Manchester, Chemist June 12 . & Price, Manchester 

rue, § Grzravups, Bina gdns, South Ki Kensington June Upperton & Co, Lincoln’s 


ra —% Major Gen Sir Witt1am Forses, KCB, DSO, Stroud, Glos July 1 Marcy & 


GaeExwoop CHARLES, June 20 Hirst & Ca: Harrogate 
Mary, Done stenr Chesteshiebd July 1 Banton & Walker, Chesterfield 


Hawoock, 
Haywezrorp, Juuia, Brockley June 11 i an & Cannon st 
Heypersoy, WitLiaM Jerrery, Kellett rd, June 30 & Co, College hill 


Ealing June 15 Leader, Lime st 
iter = Scholes, 


Houiivrace, WILLIAM, 
Manchester 
uddersfield June15 Ramsden & Co, Hudder- 


Honst, James, , Drysal 
Law ey, weenee Heway, "Meltham, ur H 


Marxs, W11.14m, Redruth, Cornwall oe 21 berand’ May St 
Mrroutnsox, MaTTuEw, ——, y 31 ihe, EWigton, Cumberland 


Pater, Bens amin WALTE: Toomenengee Jane 6 Day. 
Rippie, Mary Any, P: SS ur Wolverhampton May 31 Dent & Adams, Wolver- 








za, King’s rd, Chelsea June 18 ide, Dean’s , Westminster 
Epiru, Heaton Chapel, Lancs June in echclon, : 
EvizaBets, Fort rd, Bermondsey July 10 & Honiton 
—— Jaye, Plymouth June 21 Rooker & Co, 
Txomas Avstix, Gracechurch st. Iron Merchant June 10 Pettitt, Old J 
Tauns, rd, Shepherd’s Bush June9 Rawlings & Butt, Walbrock 
James, June 16 le 


In, 
aun, Bociog June 12 Master & Co, Stone bldgs, Lincoln’s ian 
Exzavxor, Over Tabley, nr Knuteford, Chester June 11 Lupton & Fawcett, 


Tansuck, Grorce Hasset, bes Angi Hewitt & Manchester 

Torrennam, Anna Maria, W: 14 Taylor & Co, Bedford row 

Youn Wi aan Oa Siar — ‘Tune 18, ¥ 7 ~~ 
‘Oss, ~~» ugby, ( une 

Weak ey, Susan a Wor ry eRe st, we a 





Westox, Tuomas, Forest 
Waicat, Wituram Hever, 
inn fields 


Reunien & Harford. 
nauig 2, Soren & Ha June 18 Med Lincoln’s 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, May 18. 

Axep, May, Southport June 30 Brighouse & Co, Southport 
ARMITAGE, Josern , he p, Upleatham, Leg June 30 Bulmer & Co, Leeds 
Brzer, Mary, Beckenham June 28 Bolton & Temple 


Birks, BrwJawix, Hillsborough, Sheftield, Titer, une 30 Branson & Son, Sheffield 
Baiver, Isase.ca, Higher Broughton, ur Manchester, Builder June 20 Almond & Sons, 


Brown, Epwarp, Corbridge, Northumberland June 30 Wilkinson & Marshall. Newcastle 


Cuaruron, Iustry, June 20 Cutts, Bognor 
CuiLp, Hewry, Harp on st, Builder June20 Freeman & Son, Bedford row 
Cranks, Rosert Hewny, N June 1 & Son, — a 


Crayror, Carouine, Plaistow, Essex June 25 ler, 


Covz, Mary Exizaseru, Lostwithiel, Cornwall June 25 Peth: hn Bodmin 
a a Henay, Biretton, Staffs, Farmer June 27 Auden, Burton on 
Cox, Sanan, Gt Torrington, Devon June 15 Doe, Gt Torrington 
Davay, Masia Warton, baston, june 19 Shore & ine, Birmingham 
ig rene rd, Harringay, Cyeh es “~~ i Feeahen st 
ILY, ¥ ane 4 
4 Levi, Predkon, Outton : une 16 > 
yy + une 25 Fraser & Son, Dean at, 


Faaser, Joun Henny, pw ly 
Soho sq 


Gita, Serme Hewarerra. Hereford June 30 Jeffery, Worcester 
Hotianp Jismune, Late Essex June 23 
i 


Horan, Wiis 
Kexwortay, Joun Porrer, Ardwick, Manchester, Decorator 


Kine, Tuomas niprea, Tavistock June 26 Tubbs, st 
Lampert, Henrietta, ene Bf Dar gems & 30 aTrinder & Co, st 
Law, Joux, Northampton & Price, Northampton 

Lieutroor, Ex1zaBeTa any a Tietet Herts June 30 Hodding & Go, St 


MoKrrraice, Mativpa. June #4 —— & Nichols, "ay 


Mirroap, Euity, New June 9 
Nouxws, Rev Ropaat Avavstixe Luxe, Wherstead, Wherseel, Bastell eB Josselyn & Sona, 


Ouvprrecp, Evizaners, Laverpeal June 30 Taylor, 
Ouivar, Gazonas LS Dawlish, Devon June l4 "Wri & os, Dawlish 


Oxwnys, ay a June 18 Tucker & Lng I Lincoln's inn 
Pracock, WILLIAM, Huntingdon, Painter Painter June 30 bun & 
ae ee dor May 31 I Ge, Nera ” 
‘OYNTON, marp, Chester 
Prinor, Joux, ae eae & Parliament st 
Praoororn, Ricuaap, Berkswell, Chinn & Nichols, Bir 





Rains, Steruex James, Fairfield, Liverpool, 


Rvusseu., Farpeaick, Civil 
SimonitTe meg Fo he ul 


T. . W Faaxcia, Li June 23 Walker, 
Tonxmeron, £anam, Deaton, ered June 33 et a= Macchester 
‘Twerp, Jomy, . Glossop 

June 16 Maddison & Coy 


eames 

Waanen, Stoaat Weerox, St Austell, Cornwall June2i Cobbett & oa 
WATERLAND, Tuomas, Bexhill June 16 Pead, Bexhill 
Wiuxixson, Anam, Sheerness on Keat June 33 Macartney, Gra 


Wo.twaarn, Buwa vor, Balham June 26 Crbdng € Go, Wet se Finabry circ 
Co, Warwick 


? 
teeet 


Wrxas, Wittiam, Wawrkick June 30 30 Campbell & 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tusspay, May 15. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apamson, Roseat, West Hartlepool, Bacon Factor May 24 
at4 Off Rec, 8, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Auuey, James C#aruss, Clacton on Sea, House Agent May 
29 ut 11.15 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Arpuey, Hoaace Barker, Halstead, Essex, Coal Merchant 
May 29 at 11.30 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Armitacr, Georee Heasert, Crosland Moor, Huddersfield, 

ish Dealer May 24 at 3.30 Off Rec, Prudential bidgs, 

New st, Huddersfield 

Barysaiper, WILLIAM Hunt, Stockton on Tees, Plasterers’ 
Labourer May 23at3 O/f Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

BepinerigLpD, Mane, Dovercourt, Essex, Fancy Draper 
Juae 8 at1l Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Bricwimax, Haroup Epwarp, Westbury on Trym, Bristol, 
— pher May 23ati1.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 

ras 

Couey, Isaac Isrart, and Asuer Isragi Conen, Middlesex 
st, Ciotmers May 24 at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Epmuoxpsox, Tomas, Weaste, ord, Lancs, Plasterer 
May 23at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Esouian, Peacy, Leeds, urocer May 24 at 11 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Exxey, Enocu, Ravensthorpe, Yorks, Blacksmith May 23 
at 10.30 Off . Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

Fesrixe, Axtuur, Piccadilly May 25 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 


re 

Figta, Jonny, Barnsley, Fruit Merchant May 25 at 10.3) 
O1f Kec, 7, Kegent st, Barneley 

Forster, Grorce, Corbridge on Tyne, Northumberland, 
Contractor May 23 at 11 Ott Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
NeweastJe on Tyne 

Gunsy, KpGar AROLD, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfield, 
Saddler May 24 at3 Off Rec, Prudential bidgs, New 
st, Hudde: sficid 

Guster, Puir Epwarp, Newport, Mon, Cheesemonger 
ond 23 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 

on 


Haepicke, Fraepericx, Maida Lill May 23 at 2.30 Bank- 
ruptecy bldgs, Carey st 

Hareison, Farpenic, Dkley, Yorks, Tutor May 24 at 12 
Off , 22, Park row, Leeds 

Hayes, Cuara, Fopstone rd, Earl’s Court, Dressmaker 
May 25 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Harses, Jusern Epwanxp, Bristol, Grocer May 23 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Heanspen, Eveanon Jnr, Folkestone, Costumier May 24 
at9 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Hii, Abert, Halifax, Woollen Merchant May 23 at 3.39 
Off Ree, Towohali chmbrs Halifax 

Howipex, Witiiam, West Bromwich, Staffs, Butcher May 
2% at 10.15 Law ourts, Lombard st, West Bromwich 

Jenkins, Gwitym, Britonterry, Glam, Insurance Agent 
May 23 at 11.80 Off Rec, 41, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Jounxeos, Herpert, Boston Dock, Boston, Lincs, Fish 
Buyer May 23 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West at, 
Boston 

Joxzs. Hucn, Everton, Liverpool, Builder May 23 at 12 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st. Liverpool 

Lapvs, Cuastzs, Boston, Lines, Draper May 23 at 2 Off 
Rec, 4 ani 5, West st, Boston 

Macragtaxz, Hensert Jersox, Mount View rd, Crouch 
hill, Upho! t May 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


86 
Macuix, Cuanves, Shrewsbury, Fruiterer May 23 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
Mara, Joux Wit1iaM, Crook, Durham May 2at3 Off 
Ree, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
Maatix, Fra»x, Cheltenham, Railway Guard June 7 at 
11.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Mivv.eros, Uspan Weient, Pyrford Lock, nr Byfleet, 
Surrey, Licensed Victualler May 23 at 11.30 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Mirizr, Wittiam Haywanp, Weston super Mare May 23 
at12 Off Kec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
Moroax, Josxrn Wuitnam, Leeds, Grocer May 23 at 3 
Kes, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Newros, Agtaug Spastux, Chesterfield, Rope Manu- 
facturer May 23st 11 Off Rec. 47, Full st, Derby 
Orues, Jonx, jun, Chancery In, Solicitor May 23 at 12 
bidgs, Carey st 
Owzss, Heszy Revnoivs, Wallasey, Chester May 23 at 
12. Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Parpor, Waiire Kpwis, Stechford,- Worcester, Fish 
Dealer May2Z3at 11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Parxixsox, Many Ki1zapeTu, Wor ester, Hotel Proprietress 
May 24.at 1130 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Paesast, Pasir Hexey, Norwich, Licensed Victualler 
May 2at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Puircuagn, Wittiam Hyver, Dover, Greengrocer May 24 
at 9.15 Off Rec, 68, Castle xt, Canterbury 
Rerve, Joux, Margate, Chemist May 24 at 9.30 Off Rec, 
68, Castie st, Canterbury 
Rirp.tey, Mary Axx, Briggate, Leeds, Perambulator Manu- 
factwer May 24 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Siursox, Jons, St Helen’s Auckland, Durham, Joiner 
May 2% at 3.20 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderiand 
Grocer May 23 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, 


Suita, Ricnazp Parrsotps, Eaton Constantine, Salop, 
Grocee May % ut 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, 


Surra, Wittism, Wakefield, Asylum Attendant May 24 
at1120 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Szsow, Frayx Row asp, Harrogate, Jeweller May 29 at 
2.2) Off Rec, The Red House, Duncomb: pl, York 

Sownes, Witten, Beerton, Nutts May 23at1i Off Rec, 
4, Castle pl, Vark st, Nottingham 

Brausow, Anraun Janes, Rayleigh, Eowex, Butcher May 
Bat iz Institute, Clarence rd, Southend on Sea 

Bracey, Jauss Joux, Clevedon, Somerset, Painter May 23 
at12.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 





Sroox, Wiiu1am Henry, jun, North Wootton, Somerset, 
Farmer May 23 at12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Tuompson, James Water, Shambles, Worcester, Fruit 
Dealer May 23 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Tavuem, Rosext Russet, West Jesmond, Newcastle upon 
Tyne May 23at3 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

Tuss. AxtHory Water, Downlev, West Wycombe, Bucka, 
Baker May 29 at11.39 Off Rec, 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

Warkins, Joux, Hereford, Farmer May 25 at 2.30 2, Offa 
st, Herefo 

Warrwuam, James Crank, Hemsworth, Yorks, Slater May 
24at11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Witxinson, Roger Staniey, Kingston on Hull, Commission 
Agent May 23at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Hull 

Wiuiams, Agravua Evan, Ystradgylais, Brecon, Collier 
May 23at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Wixuiams, Jonyx, Biaenclydach, Glam, Colliery Repairer 
May 23 at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Anwitact, Grorce Heasert, Crosland Moor, Hudders- 
tield, Fish Dealer Huddersfield Pet May 9 Ord Muy 9 

Batysripce, Witiiam Hunt, Stockton on Tees, Plasterer’s 
Labourer Stockton on Tees Prt May 9 Ord May 9 

Bowens, Grorce Tzomas. Burton upon stather, Job Master 
Gt Grimsby Pet Aprril9 Ord May 12 

Baipces, Jusera, High Wycombe, Grocer Aylesbury Pet 
April 12 Ord May 9 

BrigutTman, Harotp Epwarp, Westbury on Trym, Bristol, 
Photographer Bristol Pet May 10 Ord May lu 

Burrovess, Grorce Hersert Winxpsor, Perham rd, West 
Kensingtoa, Theatrical Lessee Bign Court Pet April 
3 Ord May 12 

Coney, Isaac Israet,and Asser Isrart Coney, Middlesex 
st, Clothiers High Court Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

Cox, James, Old Kent rd, Butcher High Court Pet April 

Ord May 11 

Cummixcs, Tuomas Henry, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet May 11 Ord May il 

Enouisu, Pexcy, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet May 11 Ord 
May il 

Hawyent, WiitrAM Josepn, Old Catton, Norfolk, Fruit 
Grower Norwich Pet May3 Ord May 11 

Hanraisoys, Feeperaic, Itkley, Yorks, Tutor Leeds Pet 
May 12 Ord May 12 

Haywes, Josern Epwarp, Bishopston, Bristol, Grover 
Bristol Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

Haytoy. Epwarp, Darlington Stockton on Tees Pet 
April 24 Ord May 11 

Hearnpen. E.veanor Jane, Folkestone, Costumier Canter- 
bury Pet May il Ord May 12 

Hiaerns, Joun. jun, Plumpton, Sussex, Jobbing Decorator 
Lewes Pet May li Ord May 11 

Hoven, Marcaret, Warrington, Grocer Warrington Pet 
May 11 Ord May 11 


Jounsox, Hersert, Boston, Lincs, Fish Buyer Boston 
Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

Lacey, J L, St John’s hill, Clapham Junction, Furniture 
Dealer Wandsworh Pet Jan30 Ord May 10 

Law, Exyest, Accrington, Fish Salesman Blackburn Pet 
April 21 Ord May 12 

Liewetiys, Beysamix, Gilfach, nor Bargoed, 
Merthyr Tydtil Pet May 12 Ord Muay 12 

Macrarg.axs, Heeseat Jerson, Mount View rd, Crouch 
Hill, Upbolsterer High Court Pet May 10 Ord 
May 10 

Macais, Caaries, Shrewsbury, Fruiterer 
Pet May1l Ord May 11 

May, Anon, Abercorn pl, 8t Jobn’s Word, Hardware Mer- 
chant High Court Pet March 26 Ord May 11 

Mippietox, Ussan Wricut, Pyrford Lock, nr Byfleet, 
Surrev, Licensed Victualler Kingston, Surrey Pet 
April 19 Ord Mav 11 

Moreay, Josern Wuitnam, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet 
May 10 Ord May 10 

Moktx, Eutt, Bermondsey st, Bermondsey, Leather Mer- 
chant High Court Pet March 29 Ord May 9 

Movu.p, Epwarp Hersert, New Southgate, Clerk Barnet 
Pet Msy 2 Ord May9 

Owens, Hexry Reynoups, Wallasey, Chester, Assistant 
Cashier Liverpool Pet May4 Ord May 10 

Ozewpeook, SamueL, Nottiogham, Grocer’s Assistant 
Nottingham Pet May9 Ord May 9 

Parkinsoxs, Mary E.1zaseru, Worcester, Hotel Pro- 
prietress Worcester Ord May 10 

Rerve, Joun, Margate, Chemist Canterbury Pet May 11 
Ord May 11 

Rip.ey, Many Ann, Brigwate, Leeds, Perambulator Manu- 
facturer Leeds Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

Rowper, James, Wilton rd, Hammersmith, Builder High 
Court Pet Feb 26 Ord May 7 

Suoreocks, Eusza Anwiz, Heaton Chapel. Lancs, Boot 
Dealer Stockport Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Surru, Wittiam, Wakefield, Asylum Attendant Wakefield 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

Stevenson, Faaxcts Seymour, Ennismore gdnus, Knights- 
bridge High Court Pet April 4 Ord May 12 

Stock, Wititam Henry, jun, North Wootton, Somerset, 
Farmer Wells Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

Tuomrsos, James Wavrter, Shambles, Worcester, Fruit 
Dealer Worcester Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

Tavem, Rosset Russet, West Jesmond, Newcastle on Tyne 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet May10 Ord May 10 

Usverni., E B, West Hampstead High Court Pet 
March 5 Ord May7 

Wartsos, Josern Hoaorrt, Willington, Durham, Painter 
Durham Pe May9 Ord May 9 

Wese, Joun Hanorv, and Epwarp Cuivrorp Apry. 
oe Stationers Plymouth Pet May 8 Ord 

It 

West, Feaxx, Southend on Sea, Newsagent Chelmsford 
Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

Wartwuam, James Crank, Hemsworth, Slater Wakefield 
Vet May 10 Ord May 10 

Witsos, Wi1sam, Holbeck, Leeds, Collector Leedx Pet 
April 2i Ord May9 


Fitter 


Shrewsbury 


Woovwagrn, Hexry, Liandaff North, Glam, Wheelwright 
Cardiff Pet‘May 10° Ord May 10 . 





~ London Gasette.—Faipay, May 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Arrxen, Martin, Southwark st, Southwark, Leather 
Merchant High Court Pet April20 Ord May 15 
Amsross, Mary Exizasgra, Swansea, Hosier Swansea 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Anxess, Witt1iAm Henry, Chester, Photographic Dealer 
Chester Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Baker, Winutam Arruvue, Landport, Hants, Draper 
Portsmouth Pet May i2 Ord May 12 

Batpwiy, Rosert ArTHur Warsex, Southport, Lancs, 
Grocer Liverpooi Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Barnes, Geouce A, Brightou, Motor Maker Greenwich 
Pet April 11 Ord May 15 

Benson, Sypney, Haigh, Lancs, Musician Wigan Pet 
May 15 Ord May 15 

Beytiey, R W, New Broad st, Advertising Agent High 
Court Pet Jan 15 Ord May 15 

Bravssaw, Frank, and Renniz Brabesaw, Accrington, 
Engineers biickburn Pet May 14 Ord May l4 

Brannan, Jonn, Denbigh, Marine Store Dealer Sangor 
Pet May lo Ord May 15 

Brown, Crana Hevena, Sheffield, Man.le Warehouseman 
Sheffield Pet May 2 Ord May 14 

Burnett, Ricaarp Compton, Mecklenburgh st High 
Court Pet April4 Ord May 15 

Camm, Joszpu Rosert, Bishopston, Bristol, Printer Bristol 
Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Cave.iL, HeRsert THomas Vincent, Walmer, Kent, Fish- 
m:nger Canterbury Pet Mey 15 Ord May 15 

Cuapman, Epwarp, Wheatley Hill, Durham, Miner Du- 
ham Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Crespo, Witu1aM, Quidhampton, nr Salisbury, Baker Salis- 
bury Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Cus, Marcargt, Pontypridd, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

CunyincuaM, Ropgat, and Henry Woopyzar Sars, Fleet, 
Southampton, Contractors Guildfurd Pet May 10 
Ord May 10 

Davies, Ggorae, Cymmer, Porth, Glam, Collier Ponty- 
priud Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Denny, Taomas, and Wistiam Ricwarp Dexyy, Brixton 
hill, Screatham, Saddlers Wandsworth Pet May 14 
Ord May 14 

Dicxtysoy, Auspert, Armley, Leeds, Electrical Engiaeer 
Leeds Pet May 12 Ord May lz 

Duxewuarta, GeorGe, Charterhouse st, Cutler High Court 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Exvuwrt, Auseat, Darnall, sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
April 25 Ord May 14 

Exsom, Exnest, Wisbech, Cambridge, Baker King’s Lynn 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Evans, Wiit1am, Meifod, Montgomery, Hotel Keeper 
Newtown Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Fieviv, Groner, Chatsworth rd, Clapton Park, Greengrocer’s 
Assistant High Cours Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Foster, Harry, Clayton Tancs, Plumver Asaton under 
Lyne Pet May14 Ord May 14 

Frank, Jossru Joxivs, Fallowfield, Manchester, Manu- 
facturer’s Ag-nt Manchester Pet May 14 Ord May lf 

Gort, Svencer Wentworrs, Little Voliege st High Court 
Pet April 2 Pet May 12 

Guyan, Caagues, Bristoi, Builder Pet April 20 
Uid May 15 

Hanoy, Duprey, Gloucester rd, South Kensington, Artist 
High Couct PetMay 15 Ord May lo 

Hauiixe, Cuarexs, Silsden, Yorks, Bread Baker Bradford 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Hautwe i, Wacrxs, Kidderminster, China Dealer Kidder- 
minster Ket May 14 Ord May 14 

Hitiman, AtFrep JeEssr, Bath, Newsagent Bath Pet 
May 16 Ord May 16 

Hopvosos, Rosext fuomas, Sowerby, nr Halifax, Cattle 
Daler Halif.x vet May 15 Ord May 15 

Home, Geouce, and Faev Gray. Burbage, nr Buxton, 
Derby, (nuxezpers Stockport Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Hyp, Evwanp, iple Brioge, Derby, Shirt Manutac- 
ture. Manchester Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

James, ABaaHAM JonN Warkix, Newtown, Montgomery, 
Manufacturer Newtown Pet May5 Ord May 16 

Jzzxxs, Tom Osmonp, Gilwern, Brecon, Licence Holder 
Tredegar Pet May 11 Ord Muay 11 

Kinser, Quintit1an Hosken Josern, Fowkes bldgs, Gt 
Tower st HighCourt Pet Nov 25 Ora May 16 

Locknart, Joun, Grantham, Puiater Nottingham Pet 
May 15 Ord May 15 

Maviey & Peery, Pengam, Mon, Builders Tredegar Pet 
April 10 Ord May iz 

Moon, Josgru, Salford, Lancs, Cattle Dealer Salford Pet 
April 30 Ord May 15 : 

Myexs, George Wi.11aq, Bristol, Solicitor’s Clerk Bristol 
Pet May3 O.d May l4 

Nixon, Witi1am Hourer, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, 
schoolmaster Wandsworth Pet May15 Ord May 16 

Owen, Kosert Hannay, Menai Bridge, Anglesey, General 
Dealer Bangor Pet May 15 O.d May 15 ; 

Peary, Arrucrk Septimus, Hull, Fish Curer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Pixe, Jamus Wiiutam, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer Nor- 
wich Pet May 16 Ord | 16 : 

Paice, Faancis Haxuy, Cardiff, Hairdresser Cardiff Pet 
May 16 Ord May 16 

Rap.ey, Georor Henay, Patricroft, Lancs, Paper Merchant 
Salford Pet April 18 Ord May 14 

Ropinson, Ggouce Kuwest, Batley, Yorks, General Dealer 
Dewsbucy Pet May14 Ord May 14 

Simpson, Cuar.es, Lawrence In, Manufacturer's Agent 
High Court Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Sack, THomas, Denton, Lancs, Auctioneer Ashton under 
Lyne Pet Mayi6 Ord May 16 

Surrn, WiiL14M, Bothwell, Yorks, Broker Leeds Pet May 
14 Ord Mayl 

Sreeie, Groran, Silverdale, Staffs, Grocer Hanley Pet 
May 14 Ord May 14 . 

Srevex, Percy Avsext, Groroz Henny Srevex, and 
Gusrave Witt1am Srevey, Hockley, Birmingham, 
Jewell Biraaingh Pet May 14 Ord May 14 


Bristol 





SWANNACK, Witiam, Brighton, Confectioner Brighton 


Pet May 14 Ord May 14 
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Ruopves, ae Macclesfield, Joiner May 29 at 11.30 
x Kdward st, Macclesfield 
Simpsow, Benraan, Sheffield, Chemist May 29 at 1 Off 
Rec, Figtree ln, Sh heffield’ 
Srursom, Cnanies, Lawrence In, aceente Agent 
my atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 
Ssrrn, Wi1114M, Rothwell, aw pe Broker May 23 at 11,30 
Rec, 22, Park row, I 
Tare, Tuomas Cuankson, Doncaster, Smith's Strike 
May 29 at 12.30 Off Rec. Figtree In. Sh: ffield 
Terry, Epvwarpo Mencesr, Gillingham, Butcher May 28 at 
11.30 115, High st, Rochester 
| Foosse. Fraxx, Resding June 5 at 2 County Court 
Offices, Seaside rd, Eastbourne 
VALE, Jou Haurex, Redhill, Surrey. Grocer May 29 at 
12.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
WALTERS, Joux AL¥RED, Manor Park, Exsex, Hosier May 
23 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Warsos, gy Shipley, Yorks. Boatman May 28 at 3 
ff 29,Tyrrei st, Bradford 
Warson, JosePa Hoccert, Willington, Durham, Painter 
May 28 at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
| West, Frank, Southend on Sea, Newsagent May 31 at 12 
14, Bedford row 
Wi.uiams, Tuomas Grove, Spelterr, Caerau, Maesteg, Glam, 
Grocer May 23 at 230 117, 8t Mary st, Cardi 
Woopwarp, Hey, Liandaff, North Glam, Wheelwright 
May 28 4t3 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Amruosz, Mary panaaee: 8t Thomas, Swansea, Hosier 
Swansea Pet May15 Ord May 15 
Ankers, Wittiam Henry, Chester, * eater nes Dealer 
Chester Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
| Ba.tpwin, Rosert ARTHUR er mye Seid Grocer 
| Liverpool Pet May 16 Ord May j 
| Bensox, Sypsey, Haigh, Lancs, My usician Wigan Pet 
| May15 Ord May 15 
| 


Baapsaaw, Frank, and Rennie Brapsnaw, Accrington 
Engineers Blackburn Pet Mayil4 Ord May 14 
Brannan, Joun, Denbigh, Marine Store Dealer Bangor 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Camm, Josgpu Rosert, Bishopston, Bristol, Prin‘er Bristol 
Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Cuarmax, Epwarp, Wheatley a Durham, Miner 
Durham Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

| Crarke, Aeraur Wituam Viner, Charleville rd, West 

Kensington, Medical Practitioner High Court Pes 

| April2 Ord May 14 

Coox. Cuauues F, Catford, Builder Greenwich Pet April 5 
Ord May 15 

Costa, Wittiam, Kent House, Penge High Court Pet 
April 18 Ord May 14 

“reso Wittiam, Quidhampton, nr Salisbury, Baker 
Salisbury Pet May15 Ord May 15 

Cone, Marcaret, Pontypridd, @lam, Grocer Porttypridd 
Pet May 14 Ord May i4 

Davies. Grover, Cymmer, Porth, Glam, 
pridd Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Dexsy, Tuomas, jun, and Ricaarp Wiitiam Dewey, 
Brixton hill, Streatham, Saddlers Wandsworth Pet 
May 14 Ord May 14 

Dickiyson; ALseat, Wortley, Leeds, Electrical Engineer 
Leeds Pet May12 Ord May 12 

Duneawortu, Grores, Charterhouse st, Butcher's Cutler 
High Court Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Exusom, Eryest, Wisbech, oer ‘Baker King’s Lynn 
Pet May 15 Ord May 

Fie.p, Grores, Ohateworth an Clapton Park, Greengrocer's 
Assistant High Court Pet May 14 Ord May 4 

Foster, Harry, Ciayton, Lanca, Ftomber Ashton under 
Lyne Pet May 14 Ord May 

| Feann, JosEru JULIUS, Fallow held, Manchester, Manu- 
facturers’ Agent Manchester Pet May 14 Ord 


| 
| 


Collier Ponty- 


May 4 

| Marvy, " Dostar, Gloucester rd, South Kensington, Artist 
High Court "Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Haruno, Cuar.es, Kirkgate, poy) tae Bread Baker 

Bradiord Pét May15 Ord May 

| Harrweit, Water, Ban bal China Dealer 
Kidderminster Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

| Hituman, Atrrep Jesse, Bath, Newsagent Bath Pet 


May 16 Ord May 16 
| Hiep, Emma, Ulienball, + ir Grocer Warwick Pet 
March 23 Ord May 15 


Hopesox, Rupert Tuomas, Sowerby, nr Halifax, Cattle 
Dealer Halifax Pet May 15 Ord May 16 








Hi Gro and Farp Gray, Burbage, nr Buxton, 
“Derby, Tankeepers Stockport Pet Alay 18 Ord 


eels Marple Bridge. Derby, Shirt Manufacturer 
ester Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
Jerxes, Tom Osmonp, Gilwern, Brevon, Licence Holder 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

Lockaart, Jonny, ———, Painter Nottingham Pet 
May 15 Ord Ma 

Mapuey, Witiam +A and Grorce bg Pengam , 
Mon, Builders Tredegar Pet April10 Ord May 16 

Nixon, Wiit1am Hoorer, Upper heh Putney, 

oolmaster Wandsworth Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Owrx, Rosert Henry, Menai Bridge. nets General 
Draper Bangor Pet May 15 Ord May 

Peray, Anraveg Seprinvs, Hull, Fish Curer 
Hull Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Pixs, James Wituiam, Norwich, ae Manufactur r 
Norwich Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Price, Feaxcis Hagry, Cardiff, Hairdresser Cardiff Pet 
May 16 Ord May 16 

Reeve, Freeperick Wuits, Whitfield, emeangen, 

uilder Banbury Pet May 10 Ord May 16 

Rosinsos, Geoacr Esgnest, Batley, Yorks, General Dealer 
Dewsbury Pet Mayl4 Ord tay 14 

Siac a Tuomas, Lanes, Auctioneer Ashton under Lyne 

et May 16 Ore May 16 

Sante, Witiam, Rothwell, Yorks, Broker Leeds Pet 
May 14 Ord May 14 

gema, Grorce, er aad Staffs, Grocer Hanley Pet 
May 14 Ord May 4 

Swanynack, WILLIAM, ae, Confectioner Brighton 
Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Terry, Epwarp Mervrr, Gillingham, Kent, Butcher 
Rochester Pet May3 Ord May 16 

Tynpa.., James, JoserH Tyypai, and Josian Tywpat, 
Staple Hill, Mangotstieid, wlos, Bristol Pet 
May 8 Ord May 14 

Watxer, Haxowp. Brigg, Painter’s Assistant GtGrimsby 
Pet May 15 Ord May15 

Watters, Jonn AtrreD, Manor Park, Essex, Hosier 
Sigh Court Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Watson, Cuar.es, rst Yorks, Boatman Bradford 
Pet May 14 Ord May 

Went coms. Ipswich, Butcher Ipswich Pet April 2 

14 


y 
Wuirwortn, Atrarp, Kingston upon Hull, House Agent 
King ston upon Hull Fes May Je Ord May 14 
Witsoy, Tom, er’s Clerk Reading 
Pet Mey 12 Ord May oy 
Woops, Wii1am, Spalding, Lines, Horse Breaker Peter- 
borough Pet May 16 ‘Ord May 16 16 
.Woorr, Hecror Jouy Hastixes, Minchinhampton, Glee, 
May 1 Victualier Cheitenham Pet April 27 Ord 
yi4 


Hyopk, 





London Gazette,—Turspay, May 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Barr, Ratru, Tyldesley, Lancs, Lodging house Kee 
Bolton Pet May 18 Ord May 18 ms wi 

Braptey, Tom, Paper Makers’ Assistant Leeds Pet 
Mayl Ord May 16 

Crarksoy, Exvizanets Sarag, New Radnor, Radnor Leo- 
minster Pet May5 Ord May 18 

Corpixa.ey, Fixtu, Bradford, Packing Case Maker Brad- 
ford Pet May8 Ord May 18 

E.ttson, Tuomas, Royton, Lancs, Farmer Oldham Pet 


May 16 Ord May 1 
ialrd, Draper High Court Pet 


Emery, Grorar, 
April12 Ord May 18 
Evays, Curapert, Litherland, ney Fruit Merchant 
Pet May 10 Urd May 
Franor, Tom Stray.ey, Northwich. Painter Crewe Pei 
May 19 Ord May 19 
Gauuant, James, Gt Yarmouth, Carpenter Gt Yarmouth 
- Pet May 18 ‘Ord May 18 
atca, Georcs Witu1am, Harrogate, Draper York Pet 
May 16 Ord May 16 
Hemmant, Nag Wiu.14m, Sherborne In, Stock Dealer 
Pet March 15 Ord May 18 
Hopsow, Joan's Epwakrp, St Hetens, Lancs, Builder Liver- 
- pool oe 17 Ord May 17 
OWELL, JoHN, Aberaman, Aberdare, Glam, Innkeeper 
Aberdare Pet May 18 Ord May 18 


Howss, H D, Eaton ter, Eaton High Court Pet April 
25 Ord May 18 a 








——— 
Tennr, Bowanp Meacen, Gillingham, Kent, Butcher 
Pet May 3 ‘Ord May 14 
TaoRsE, ae Reading, Dairyman Eastbourne Pet 
le Ord +! 15 
ae Wie te 2: Painter’s Assistant Gt Grimsby 
i May 15 Ord 
ansea warreas, JOHN “ — Manor Park, Hosier High Court 
ay 14 
Dealer dan ong Higher Hillwate, , Stockport, Builder Stock- | 
b t+ Pet May1 Ord May 
reper aTsox, CHARL ~ — Yorks, Boatman Bradford 
ay l4 
Lancs, iw] Be RED, + a upon Hull, ome Agent 
a Kingstou upon Hull Pet Mayl4 Ord May 1 
enwich Wusex, Tom, Caversham, Auctioneer’s Cierk ‘aiatiew | 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 
a Pet Woops, W111144, 8) ading, | Horse Breaker Peterborough 
Hi Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
igh Amended notice substituted for that oo in the 
. London Gazette of May 8 
peton, Rawsins, SYDNEY Crarues,and Evizape' ra May Greaves, 
dangor Ealiog, orn Proprietors Brentford Pet Apml 3 
0 
? > FIRST MEETINGS. 
——— Arrxes, Marti, Southwark st, Southwark, Leather Mer- 
chant May 29at1l Bankruptcy bldgs,. Carey st 
High Baxes, WittiAm Artaor, Landport, Hants, Draper May 
Bri 2% at 12 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouta | 
tistol Beysoy, Sypsty, Haigh, Lancs, Musician May Wat3 19, 
Ki Exchange st, Bolton 
a Bextiey, 8 W, New Broad st, Advertising Agent May 29 
D atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
_ Buryett, RicuarD Compton, Mecklenburgh st May 29 at 
: 12 Bankru bidgs, Carey st 
Balie- CuapmanN, ray an Wheatley Hill, Durham, Miner May 
iat 23 at 3.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, sunderland 
peidd Coox, Cuanies ¥, Catford, Builder May 29 at 11.30 132, 
Fleet York rd, Westminster Bridge 
a Cuz, Maxcaret, Pontypridd, wrocer M:y 29 at 3 135, 
y 0 High st, Merthyr Tyddl 
: . CumMINGS, ‘THOMAS HEN ky, Sheffield, Grocer May 29 at 12 | 
—— uit Kec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
ixt CuxsivcuamM, Rosert, and Hexey Woopyerar Swirn, 
van Fieet, Southampton, Contractoas May 29 at 2.30 Bank- 
75 ruptey bidgs, Carey st 
Coun aunt, Reading May 30 at1230 14, Bedford row 
iaeer Deaxix, WrLL14M, Birmingham. Furniture Dealer May v8 | 
neon at 11 191, Corporation st, Bumingham 
= Dicxtwsox, ALBERT, Leeds, Electrical Engineer May 28 at 
Pet 11 Off Ree, 22, Park 10w, Leeds 
; Doxawoura, Grorer, Charterhuuse st, Butcher's Cutler 
Lenn May 28atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
. Fis, (:ronar, Chatsworth rd, Clapton Park, Greengrocer’s 
oii Assi-tint May 28 at 12 Bankrupte y bldgs, Carey st 
— Garexswoov, Hannan, Chatburn, Lancs, Jorn Deater May 
ait zat 10.80 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
se Haruixe, Cuarces, Silsden, Yorks, Bread Byker May 30 
der at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
= Hayroy, Epwarp, Darlmgton May 26 at 11 O/f Ree, 8, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
wae Hetaexinctox, IsumMari, Gorton, Manchester May 26 at 
ll Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
waa Hicerxs, Jony, jun, Plumpton Sussex, Jobbing Dec rator 
20 May 28ut12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Bnghton 
4 " Hixp, Emma, Uilenhall, Warwick, Grocer May 28 at 12 
ist as Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
James, ABRAHAM JoHN WarTkin, Croesawddy, Newtown, | 
‘ord Farner j;May 28 at 12 Music Halil, fhe Square, 
Shrewsbury 
ln Jexygs, Tom Osmonp, Gilwern, Brecon, Licence Holder | 
May 28 at3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Kee.ey, A, Goodmayes, Tiford, Stock Broker May 28 at 
12 14. Bedford row | 
ttle Leivens, Gzorck Harry, Radford, Nottingham May 29 | | 
atl2 Off Rec, 4, Custle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
- Liewei.yy, Bensamin, Gitach, nr Burgoed, Glam, Fitter 
16 May ¥s at 12 133, High st, Merthyr Tydtil 
as Mansn, H 8, Reading May 30atlz 14, Bedford row 
Mex, Josera, Thringstone, Leicester, Biacksmith May 26 
y at lt of Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
a 4 Osnorne, Water. Macclesfield, > May 29 at 11 Off 
ler Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macelesneld 
OzexBRoox, Samogy, Nottingham, Grocer's Assistant May | 
Gt Watll Off Reo, 4, Castie pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Pivumer, Jonn Caarces, Maudiam, Pyle, Giam, Licensed 
‘et Victualler May 30 at 230 117, St y st, Cardiff 
‘et 
et 
ol 
3 
al NATDIS, LONDON. 
nm 


LAWRENCE EDLMANN CHALMERS. la 
FRIEDRICH C. K. FLEISCHMANN, 
FREDERICK WILLIAM GREEN, . 


Sub-Manager: WATKIN W, WILLIAMS. 


Subscribed Capital, £4,233,325, 


Tetararnic ADDRESS :— 35, CORN HILL, LONDON, Be. i # 
“Paid-up ¢ Capital, £846,665. 





DIRECTORS. 
EDMUND THEODORE DOXAT, Esq., Chairman, 
WALTER MURRAY GUTGARIE, Esq. 
FREDERICK LEVERTON HARRIS, Esq. 


Manager: PHILIP HAROLD WADE. 
Assistant Sub-Maaager; FRANCOIS GOLDSCHMIDT. 





NATIONAL DISCOUNT COMPANY, LIMITED. 


fe tate AVENUE. 
No. 11948 CENTRAL. 


Reserve Fund, £400,000. 


SIGISMUND FERDINAND MENDL, Esq. 

JOHN FRANCIS OGILVY, Esq. 

CHARLES DAVID SELIGMAN, Esq. 
Secretary: CHARLES WOOLLEY. 


Bankers: BANK OF ENGLAND; THE UNION OF LONDON AND ) ars BANK, LIMITED. 


Approved Mercantile Bills Discounted. Loans granted upon Negotiable Securities. 
Money received on Deposit at Call and Short Notice at the Current Market Rates, and for 


‘anger Periods upon Specially Agreed Terms. 
estments and Sales of all descriptions of British and Foreign Securities effected. All 


Communications on this subject. to be addressed to the Manager. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


May  26,- 1900, 








Station rd, Harrow, Builders St Albans | 


Ord May 10 Sota % 
Bromyard, Hereford ‘eeper 

May 19 ‘Ord May 19 
bya. Aston, Wi , Grocer Birming- 
Aptli 94 Ord May 16 
a sen, — en Victualler 

pet t May 17 Ord gg, SH 

Builder Wandsworth 


ny om 5m Dealer Stockton on Tees 

ze, Goutheeh, 

Pa a) Al Sou Bante, Fishmonger Ports- 
mouth Pet Mayi8 Ord "May 18 

Nonais, Joszrn, and Srzrxzx Norais, Dover, Coach 

’ Builders Canterbury Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Farwenrs. Nevitz eho Stortford, Grocer Hertford 
Pet May 17 Ord Ma 

Paa.ey, Tuomas Baawano, Shirebrook, Derby Nottingham 
Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Prance, Bexsamin, and Aucustus Hxersert, Weymouth, 

Dorchester Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
Revs, egg Ferpixanp Lavy, Catford. hill, Electrical 
h Court Pet March 8 Ord May 19 
Ruivtey, James, ng Naan een 4 Carter Kendal 
May 19 Ord-May 19 

Rosert, Jostix, Swansea, Bailiff’s 
Pet May 19 Ord May 19 

Roserrs, (Jonx, Denbigh, Grocer Bangor Pet May 17 
Ord May 17 


Rosinsoy, Faure, Stockport, seoganet Accountant 
Pet May 18 Ord Ma 
Ron gaddier Pembroke Dock 


— Haverford west, 
Pet May 9 May 17 
Sxinver, 5 all aketield, Costumier Wakefield Pet 


19 Ord May 19 
Srzvier, Jony, a mews, Brunswick SI, = Pro- 
ietor High Court Pet May 18 Ord Ma 
Sricketits, Geornce Tomas,  — 
anterb Pet May 17 Ord May 
Sroxes, WitiiaM James, Abbotsbury, ‘Dore, 
Dorchester Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
Taveman, Harry, Chatham, Builder Rochester Pet May 
19 Ord May 19 
Tunpeavitie, James, Wattstown, nr Pont 
Labourer Pontypridd Pet May 19 Ord 
Watuis, Exias Henny, Bronsart rd, Fulham, 
High Court Pet April 24 Ord May 17 
WaLmsey, JAMES, pepeeee, Licensed Victualler Preston 
Pet May 7 7 Ord May 
=— _Jome, Bastbourne, ‘Builder Eastbourne Pet May 
yl 
@aauun Crcit Grosvexor, Kentish _ rd, Butcher 
Court Pet April24 Ord May 
Wison, Auzert Epwarp, Fenchurch -, Vicidient 
Court Pet March 30 Ord May 17 
Witsox, aca Exizaseta, Batley Carr, Ba 
fectioner Dewsbury Pet May19 Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Amsnoszs, Mary Exizaseru, 8t Thomas, Swansea, Hosier 
May 31 at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Barer, Jounx, jun, Langley Green, Oldbury, Worcester, 
Engine Driver May 30 at 11 191, Corperation st, 
Birmingham 

Barr, Raters, Tyldesley, Lancs, Lodging house 
June lat3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Brewaey, Cuaries, and Epwin Parry, Deptford, General 
Saleeman June 1 at 11.30 182, York rd, Westminster 


we 


Keeper 


Bowers, Grorcr Tuomas, 
ao 


Buus Tom, Leeds, Paper Maker’s Assistant May 30 at 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Daianaaw. Frank, and Renwiz Brapsuaw, Accrington, 

_——— May 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 


Suen ann, Toe May 30 at 12 
Of Ree we Aldate’ s Oxford 


sane, CLARA ‘ie. Sheffield, Mantle Warehouseman 
May 30 _ 12 Off Rec, F 


rd, Westminster 

Joszru Rosrer, Behepsten, Bristol, Printer May 
30at 12.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

pee oe Frartn, Bradford. Packing Case Maker June 

lat 38 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, ord 

ILLIAM, hampton, = ny, Baker May 
81 at 12 Off Ree, City Meembes, Catherias st, Salisbury 

Davres, Grorce, Cymmer, Porth. Glam, Collies 
at 12 136, st, Merthyr Tydfil ” 


B Wren Grocer 


ea po , Tomas, 


Assistant Swansea | 


ae | 
Shepherd | 
Locks oy Joun, Grantham, Painter May 30 at 11 Off 


a, © eee } 
Builder 


High | 


Burton upon Stather, Job | 
May 30 at 12 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, | 
| Roninsox, Grorcs Exyest, Batley, Gen 


| SLACK,  TaeatAs Denton, Lancs, Auctioneer ar 31 at 
3.30 


, 8 
RLES, Surbiton May Bi at 11.30 132, York | 
Bridge 


May 31 31 | 


Extuiorr, ALBERT, Darnall, Sheffield, Grocer May 30 at 
12.30 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 
ancs, Farmer Jute 1 at 11 


a, o Draper May 31 at 12 
Erase Ww Wolos, Sioa! 


“Mont gomer Hotel + ried 
May 31 at12 Off Ree, 22, hill, Bhrewsb: 


Fosrer, Harry, Clayton, ‘bee Plutaber uy 30 at 4 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Frank, Jossra Juuivs, Fallowfield, Manchester, Manu- 
factur’s Ag Agent May 30 at 12 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


Bec, Greaves poe Te 
—— Geonon 


Goss, Spzyozen WenTWwort#s, Little oney st, Westminster 
May 30 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Guyay, Conars, Bristol, Builder May 30 at 11.45 Off 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Haicn, Gronce Wiis, Harrogate, Draper May 30 at 
230 Off Rec, The ar age agg Duncombe pl, York 

Harpy, Dupiey, Gloucester South Kensington, Artist 
May 30at12 Bankru ruptey a ag Carey st 

Hartweit, Waurer, Kidderminster, China Dealer May 
30atll Of Rec, 199, Wolverham: — aad Dudley 

Hemmant, FRepericx Wituras, Sherborne In, Stock and 
Share Dealer June 6 at 230 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

HI.LiMaN, ALFRED Sats, Bath, oo May 30 at 
12.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bri 

Hopesox, Rosert THOMAS, Sowerby, nt Halifax, Cattle 
Dealer May 30 at 3 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 


‘ax 
Houpsox, Jouw Epwarp, St Helen’s, Lancs, Builder May 
30 ati2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpsol | 
ton ter, Euston sq June 6 at 12 Bank- 


Howes, bots Pow 
ruptcy , Care 

Kimper, QoINTILIAN ce JoserH, Fowkes bldgs, Gt 
Tower st Jupe6at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Kise, Wiitiam, Westcliff on Sea, Essex Junelati2 14, 
Bedford row 

Laexina, Lampert CEcIL, Rastinghet May 31 at 2.30 | 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 





Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Mavtey, ‘Wituiam James, and Gzorce Perry, Pengam, 
_ Builders, May 30at 12 135, High st, Merthyr 
y 
Mayeuam, Perer, Burnley, Fruiterer June 1 at 11.30 
Court House, Burnley | 


Myers, Grorce sod Bristol, Solicitor’ tone May 30 


at 11.30 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Norais, Josern, and BTEPHEN Norais, , San Coach- 
builders June 1 at 11 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, 
Canterbury 

Parworts, ‘Wevnaa, Bishops Stortford, Grocer May 31 


at 3°14, Bedford row 
PaR_ey, Taouas Berwanp, Shirebrook, Derby May 31 at 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pi, Park st, Nottingham 

Perry, ARTHUB Sepriuvs, + Fish Curer “May 30 at 11 
Off Rec, Trinity House In. 

Pickworts, Jouw Epwaaep, Tikeston, Derby, Wheelwright 
May 30 at 3 Off Rec, 4, » ag So ed 

Pike, James Witttau, Norwich, Boot oo A May 
40at1230 OF Ree, 8, King st, Norwch 

Pinnecar, Samugt, Wooton under Edge, Glos, Plumber 
May 30 ati1 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

taotey, Georce Henry, Patricroft, Lancs, Paper Merchant 
May 31 at3 Off Ree, Byrom st, nchester 

Rawkiys, Sypyey Csaries, and LIZABETH Mary 
Greaves, New Broadway, Ealing, Estate Proprietors 
May 30at3 14, Bedford row 

Revs, Tasopone Ferpivaxp Levy, Catford hill, Electrical 
Engineer June 1 at 12 Bankruptey been gm Garey st 

May 
30 at 10.30 Off Rec, chmbrs, Semen: st, 
Dewsbury 


Rec, Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Sretuer, Jouy, Compton mews, Brunswick sq, 
Proprietor May 30at12 Bankruptcy b! 
Sree.iz, Grorce, Silverdale Staffs, Grocer y 30 at 10 
Ofi Rec, King st, aeecetae, Btatts 
Swanwnack, Wi, Brighton, p Pacer May 30 at 
12 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldj , Brighto: 
TRIMMELL, Wituas JAMES iff, Herbalist May 31 at 3 
117, Rt Mary st, 
TynpDaALu, JAMeEs, JosErg Tywvaut, and Jos1an Tynpatt, | 
Staple Hill, a prig Glos, Grocers May 20 at 12 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, ristol 
be 3 Harowp, Brag, Punters mem May 31 at 11 
Rec, St Mary’ brs, Gt Grimsb 
Wass Et1as Hewry, Bronsart rd, Fulham, Builder 
May 31 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Cab 
, Carey st 





beter = = fone Hazoup, and Epwarp Cuiprorp Apr 
a. aoa May 30at12 Inns of Court 
Ww Holborn, Lo W. Newb Berka, 
HITE, PercivaL WALTER, Newbury, Tailor 
31 at 12 Off Rec, 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
Wiuuiame, Ceci, Grosvenor, Kentish Town rd, Bute 
May 31.at11 Bankruptcy so one st 
—— Witu1am, Melinycoed, wst, Farmer 
way hoes ae eee aes Fostin 
Wiser ja t May 
at1l Bankruptcy biden, Carey a. 
Wine, Tuomas Henry, Gt Grimsby, Grocer May 30 at 
Off Rec, St Mary's. a Gt Grimsby 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
yldesley, Lancs, a house Kee 





Base, Ratru, 
Bolton Pet May 18 Tord May 
Bewsey, Serrmus Tuomas, Salisbury, Motor Agent Balis. 
bury Pet April 4 = May 16 
Brapvity, Tom, 8, Paper Makers’ Assistant 
Pet May 1 Ord May 18 3 
Ex.vy, Tuomas WILLIAM, if rd, ae s Court, Brewer” 
Gloucester Pet April 4 Ord May 
Evass, Curssert, Litherland, Tous” Fruit Merch 
Liver Pet May 10 Ord May 18 
Eyre, Agstuur Nevis.z, —, Gentleman Brights 
Pet March 20 Ord Ma 
France, Tom Sray.ey, 
May 19 Ord May 19 e 
Gas, JAMEs, Gt Yarmouth, Carpenter Gt Yarmouth) 
Pet May 18 Ord May 18 e 
Guyay, Cuagues, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet April 
Ord May 19 , 
Haicu, Grorce } hea i Harrogate, Draper York Pay 
May 16 Ord May 16 : 
Havuow, Ricnagsp James, Kemsford gdns, Bromptog” 
High Court Pet April2 Ord May 18 s 
Hows.ut, Joux, Aberaman, Aberdare, Glam, Innkeepat) 
A Pet May 18 ‘Ord May 18 
Kine, Epwarp, Bromyard, ry Hotel Keep 
Worcester Pet May19 Ord May 
Kine, Marrasias Be Basinghall. by High Court 
Feb 27 Ord Ma ‘= 
Larxine, Lampert Cecit, etnghel, Herts - Cambrid 
Pet April7 Ord May * 
Maartix, WILLIAM on Sy Brome, bes Victualler! F; 
Croydon pg hd Ord Ma: 
Miugr, Ricnarp, , Yorks, ete Kendal Pete 
April18 Ord May 18 3 
Mitwer, Freep, Darlin Fee , Toy Dealer Stockton on Tesy 
Pet May16 Ord ; 
Moctuincer, Harry, Guahen, —"¥y Fishmonger Portes 
mouth Pet May18 Ord May 18 d 
Myers, Georce WILuIAM, Beictal, BSolicitor’s Clerk Bristel® 
Pet May 3 Ord May 17 ; 
Parworts, Nevitxr, ae de Stortford, Grocer Hartiag a 
Pet May 17 Ord May 17 
Pag.ey, Focuses a pegs puatiooth, Derby Nottingh 
Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
Paice, Joun Grorce, Rotherhithe New rd, 
Victualler High Court Pet Jan 29 Ord May 2¢ 16 
Raper, Georce Henry, Patricroft, Lancs, Rope Merchant 
Salford Pet April18 Ord May 17 
Riviey, James, Grasmere, Westmorland, Curter Kendal = 
Pet May 19 Ord May 9 2 
Rovert, Justin, Swansea, Bailiff's 
Pet May 19 Ord May 19 
topeRTS, Joun, Denbigh, Grocer Bangor Pet May 1% 
Ord y1l7 
SKINNER, JAMES, hyo Costumier Wakefield Pet 
May 19 Ord Ma: 
SreLueR, Joun, Seman mews, Brunswick sq, Ceb Pro- 
p ietor _—) ~ Court PetMay18 Ord Mayis 
Srac EY, James Joun, Clevedon, Somerset, Painter Bristol 
et May 10 Grd May 18 a 
8ric KEL GrorcEe Somes, ~My Watchmaker ~ 
terbury Pet May17 Ord May 17 
Geena, Wit1am James, Abbotsbury, Dorset, Shepherd 
Dorchester PetMay18 Ord May 18 
To, rae i Eastbourne Pet April27 Ord 
y 1 
Trueman, Hagry, Southam, Beller Rochester Pet May 
19 Ord ng on 
TURBERVILLE sigan Wetttown, ne Ponteyeilt, Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet Ma _ Ord May1 
Vaz, Jou~n Hagre: y 4 , ae Croydon 


Pet May1 Ord Ma 
Hiligate, Stockport, Builder Stock- 


| ames Josara Higher 
we lep 1 ~ het 
Wann. Rad Waren, Newbery, Berks, Tailor New- 
ury Pet May 11 foal 
Witsoy, Hannan Evizasers, tley Carr, Batley, Yorks, 
Confectioner Dewsbury Pet May 19 Ord May 19 


i 


Nosthwich, Painter Crewe Pebe 


Assistant Swanses a 








ROYAL BANK OF SCOTLAND 


PAID-UP CAPITAL _.. is 
REST AND UNDIVIDED PROFITS. “ 


Head Office 
London Office - 
Glasgow Office 


Incorporated by aad Charter, 1727. 


ee oe 





£2,000,000 
£900,724 


ST. ANDREW SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 


Cashier and General Manager : 


123, BISHOPSGATE 


WILLIAM WALLACE, Manager. 


D. RB. W. HUIE. 


STREET WITHIN. 


EXCHANGE SQUARE. 


A. 8. MICHIE, Cashier and Agent. 


Tux Rovat Banx or Scottap undertakes all kinds of Banking business ; and having 148 Branches in Scotland is in 
& position to offer every facility to its customers for the collection and negotiation of documents. 








